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PREFACE. 


EING oblig'd, in my own Vindication, to 
reprint 1he following Letters, I think it 
proper to take Notice of a Report concern-. 

ing. the Author of them. Some have done 

me the Honour to aſcribe them to one of the. 
bt Writers in the World; (tb I may chance to be 

::/Pd a Sycophant and à Proſt itute for doing ibis 

creat Man Fuſtice,) I mean, Dr. Waterland. © Mr. W. 
i» his Poſtſcript to his Sermon, ſuppoſes ſeveral. Per- 

/ons to have. been concern'd in writing them, De 
Truth is this, IT firſt publiſh'd my Diſlite of bis Book, 
fare I knew the Sentiments of others about it; and 
eight it 4 "Book of ſuch' fatal Tendency, I would 
have endeavour'd to prevent the miſchievous Effetts of 
„ if I had flood ſingle in my Opinion, and had been 
are of diſobliging my beſt Friends. Before I drew up 
my Objeftions, I did, as I wiſh he had done, conſulted 

the beſt Judges amongſt my Acquaintance ; ſome of whom 

oni expre/sd their great Diſlite of the Performance, 
©; others mention? d the Particulars which gave them 
uh Offence, with their Reafens for being ſo much of- 
ded. From my own Remarks, and the Hints ſug- 
ed in this manner, I wrote the fix Letters. While 

! an ſo outrageouſly abus'd for my Remarks upon him, 
a4 great Pleaſure to find that Mr. W. or bis 
'r:ends, thought they were written by Dr. Waterland, 
ue they would not have given out ſuch a Report if 
er had not had ſome Reaſons for thinking that the 
P.*or diſliked the Book as much as I did; and their 
big efteemed worthy of ſuch a Pen does me no little 

: Credit. 
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Credit. It is a farther Vindication A5 wy J udgment, | 


that Mr. W. ſippoſes a Club of Perſons to be con- 


cern'd in drawing thew up, as it Peron, bat in bi; 


inion, I am very far from being ſingular in my Sen- 
— tho“ I have e Misfortune to be er 
in bearing the Blame, and the Weight of their Re- 
ſentments. I think, it would have been but @ Piece of 
Fuſtice to their Religion, as well as an Ad of Gene- 
rofity to a little inferior Perſon, violently attack'd by 
the Party for expreſſing the common Senſe: of Sound 
Di vines, if ſome one of more Reputation in the Moria 
had appear d publickly in Support of it; but I am ſo 
far from being aſham'd of my Conduct in this Parti- 
cular, or concern'd for it, that it gives me as much 
Pleaſure, as it bas procur d me Odium and II- Will. 
A very able Scholar has carefully examin'd the 
learned Part of Mr. W*s Book, and I hope nothing 
will hinder the worthy Author from doing Antiquity 
and Religion /o much Juſtice as to publiſh it. 


Author of the Miſcellany. 


1 a 


FX” x 


Divine Legation of Mosks, &c. 


— „— n — rm—_—_— 
LETTER 1 


YNEN a Letter of mine, yy did me the 
Fo favour to publiſh in the Miſcellany, I took 
"WY occaſion to mention the Divine Legation 
7 Moſes, written by Mr. Warburton z 
a expreſs'd a great diſlike of the Perfor- 
mance, and as great a diſtruſt of the Au- 
— thor's Intentions. He has ſince printed 
a Pamphlet under the Title of, à Vindication of himſelf; 
herein he accuſes me both of I- Breeding and want of 
Chritian Charity, The firſt of theſe Accuſations gives me 
n» Concern at all, ſince I never affected to b&thought a 
Fre Gentleman ; tho' I defire and endeavour to bè civil to 
dee, Body. But, as. Mr. VJarburton expreſſes himſelf, in 
2 baſſage which I ſhall afterwards cite out of his Book, it 
1: Heaſant enough to obſerve HIM accuſing me of want of 
P-cency and Decorum, who has treated others ſo freely, and 
with ſuch an * and ſcornſul Air of Superiority as was 
never exceeded, hardly ever equalld by any Writer, but 
his Friend ———— (who gave us to underſtand that it was 
very raſh in us to provoke 2 7 5 Writer, for fear he ſhould 

| | turn 


= 


— i 
£ . 75 
W — * ” 


— 
- 


— 2 » , nn 


4 REMARKS on the | 
turn his Pen againſt Chriſtiani | 3 and how he will be able to 
reconcile ſuch a manner of Writing with the Rules of tus 
Palitenefs and Good- Breeding, I am too ignorant of them 
end out, The Charge of eee affects me, 
both as a Chri/tian, and a Han; but Mr. at 
p. I, ſeems to impute 1 to indiſcreet Zeal; and 
again at p. 27, owns his Belicf; that I am 22 and only 
unhappity agitated by a FUR10Us Zeal for the Cauſe of Go 
and RRLIGTON. TI am oblig'd to him for his candid. Con- 


ſtruction, and ſhall hope for the Continuance of it if I at- - 


tempt a farther Vindication of my ſelf than I could expect 
him to make for me; and ſhew, that I not only had a gud 
Intention, but good Reaſons for acting as I did. I think 
verily, it — be a ſufficient Juſtification of my Opinion 
of the Book and the Writer, if I were only to tell the 
World, what is . true, that I have the honour of be- 
ing known to many Clergymen of as great Learning and 
Judgment and Candour as any in the Kingdom, who were 
as much offended as I was; fo that the furiaus Zeal with 
which he kindly ſuppoſes me to be agitated is the leſs ſur- 
prizing and criminal in me, becauſe it equally poſſeſſed 
others of the. beſt Character. Nay, ſeveral of his own 
Friends have own'd enough to me to give a very ill Grace 
to their warm Reſentments, for they confeſs'd that the 
Book (I uſe their own Words) has in it a great mary 
flrange, beld things, and ſome that have a bad Aspect upon 
Religion. This, 1 fay, is enough to make any good C'ri- 
lian offended and Jealous; and why every good Chriſtian 
ſhould not be offended at /range and bold things that have « 
bad Afpett en Religion, and obs of the Deſigns of ſuch 2 
Writer, I can ſce no good Reaſon, Be that to themſelves. 
I oaly defire the impartial Attention of the Publick while 
give my Reaſons for thinking that the Book had a very bad 
Aſpect and Tendency ; why I did apprehend it to be high 
expedient to animadvert upon it immediately, and not wait 
for the Publication of the 2d Volume; and whether e 
Author, in his Vindication, has removed all reaſon ble 
Grounds of Offence and Jealouſy. 

The firſt thing that I ſhall take notice of as juſtly excep- 
tionable and offenſive in his Book is, his crying up the *. 
cellency of his Method of Proof ſo much above its real 
Value, and depretiating the external Evidence which all wit 
Men have ever thought the beſt and ſafeſt way of deteniy 
Revelaties, If Mr. Warburton, 2 being well aſſured, 


from mature Examination of this Scheme, with the Advice 
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of able and diſcreet Friends, that it was a ſafe one, at leaſt, 
and ſuch as could give no Advantage to the Infidels) had 
contented himſelf with calling his Work, inſtead of a DE- 
MONST RATION, a Meodeft E ay towards an additional Ar- 
gment for the Divine Legation of Moſes ; if he had decently 
prefac'd it with due Acknowledgments to other Writers, 
and a juſt Commendation of the prime, flanding Argu- 
ments (with which no others ought to be campared, fo far 
are any others from deſerving to be preferr'd to them) and 
had only faid, that his New Argument pretended but to 
make a ſmall Addition if found to be juſt, but if otherwiſe 
that we are perfectly ſafe in the Old ones; I ſay, had he re- 
commended his Work in this decent Manner, every one 
would have been inclined to favour him, and no body would 
have blamed a laudable ry, of. ——_ ſomething 
jariier into the common Treaſury. us the pious 
M. Norris and ſeveral other good Men have aimed at New - 
arguments to prove the Being of a Gad, which at laſt 
turned out mere Paralogi/ms, as this pretended Demen/tra- 
tim is joy Bon do. But ſo long as they were modeſtly 
off-r'd, without any Endeavours to depretiate the prime 
Proofs of ungqueſtionable Validity, there was no harm done. 
On the — this Writer, (whether with an intent to 


* 


betray the Cauſe which he pretends to defend, or out ot 
Vonity to raiſe the Credit of his own Demonſtration and 
Abilities, I do not ſay) ventures upon a Scheme that is in 
its ſelf very dangerous, and fets out with depretiating the 
ex/2rnal Evidence and giving the preference to internal, for 
which the {nfidels will return him thanks, But let us ſee 
how he manages this Matter, in order to ſhew the Reaſons 
wi. he would have the Preference given to the internal Evi- 
dence. 

He pretends, p. I. that it is in its own Nature more 
noble and fimple, and even capable of Demonſtration, 
* while the other, made up of dif/imilar Materials, and 
* borrowing Aid from without, muſt needs have ſome Parts 
* of unequal Strength.” To which I anſwer, 1. The 
Yuoſtion is not, which Evidence may be thought beſt in 
the general, but which is 5% fitted, or moſt proper to any 
jarizcular Caſe, This Queſtion is about a Fa, viz. Mo- 
Divine Legation, The Evidence proper to Facts is 
rlernal Evidence, while the Evidence proper to Science is 
internal, Therefore giving the Preference to internal Evi- 
lence in a Queſtion of Fa?, is making a Trip in the 
Ih:cſhold, ſetting cut under a groſs Miſtake of the 
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4 REMARKS on the” © 
whole Caſe. 2. Beſides, it is contrary to our Lord's own 
Doctrine, who has given Preference to Miracles above all 
other Evidence of his Miſſion. | 4 I had not done amomg/} 
them the Works that no other Man did, they had not had & m, 
&c. John 15. 24. They might have been comparatiny)y 
excuſable in * any other Evidence, therefore Mi- 
"RACLES are in his Judgment preferable td any other, and 
ſufficient for a rational Conviftion, or elſe our — would 
not have condemn'd them for not being convinced by them. 
Compare John 5. 36. 10. 25, 37, 38. 14. 11.— 3. Mr. 
Ditton has well ſhewn in his moral Evidence (in his Book 
upon the Reſurrection) that the external Proofs are tanta 
mount to Demonſtration, and carry as great Credibility i; 
them. 4. The pretended internal Proofs in ſuch a Caſe acc 
not only weaker, and /e/s proper, but more Diſſimilar, and 
borrowing Aid from without ; as ſufficiently appears fron hi; 
Apparatus, which makes a large Volume ; and I ſuppoſe 
the Second Volume will not be leſs; and all this to prove 
one ſingle Syllogiſm. | 
2. He pretends that internal Evidence is by its nature 
3 while the external by length of Time weaken; 
and decays. This is gratis dictum. The external may 9101 
ſtronger by Age, taking in the Miracles not of one Age on- 
ly, but of two, three, or four. As to the Truth of 2 com. 
mon hiſtorical Fact, it would be wrong, for inſtance, tc 
think that the Evidence of there having been ſuch a Perſon 
as Cæſar, or Alexander, is leſs credible now than it was a 
thouſand Years ago; or that it will weaken and decay in 
thouſand Years more, if the World ſhould laſt fo long. Ihe 
World may grow more and more wicked, and leſs attentive 
to Evidences of any kind, as paſt Experience ſhews how pt 
Mankind have been to degenerate, But this does not prove 
that the Evidences themſelves decay; or, if it does, it ca!) 
concerns al! forts of Evidence, the internal as much a: the 
external, Mr, Warburton cenſures (p. 2.) Mr. Cr 575 
whimſical and partial Calculation, to make the Reader tc 
lieve he has nothing to do with that Scheme. But the fault 
of the Scheme lay not ſo much in the Calculation, hel 
might be fine and curious, and worthy of a dathematician, 
but in the falſe Poſtulatum of a gradual decay which he wen 
upon. In this Mr. V, chimes in with him, rejecting on 
the laft part of M. C——g's Performance, and adopting 
—_— 7 | 
3. He ſays, farther, that the Internal Evidence mus be 
| preferable to the External, becauſe it cannot ſupfort = 
| With 
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without it. A very ſhrewd Argument indeed ! Becauſe 


the Head cannot ſay to the Hot, I have no need of thee, 
therefore the Feet are nobler than the Head, He forgot that 
he was to prove that internal Evidence was nobler than ex- 
ternal. Both are good in their Order and Degree, but he 
that turns the wrong End upwards, and ſets the Feels where 
the Head ſhould be, either judges, or deſigns very ill, Very 
ihoughtful and conſiderate Men, Men of clear Heads, and 
heartily well affected to Chri/tianity, ( ſuch as Mr. Ditton, 
Dr. Rogers, the Dean of Chrift-Church, and many more) 
have duly examin'd into the comparative Value of internal 
Evidence, and have very juſtly given the Preference to ex- 
ternal. | 

4. But Writers, it ſeems, have declined medling with 
the internal Evidence, becauſe of the D:ffculties of it, and 
becauſe of the v Attainments it requires to be competent 
Maſters of it. ſhall give them in the Author's own 
Words, as being the molt curiqus Bill that any Undertaker 
of great things in any Age, or Country, ever gave out. 
Thus they are ſet forth, p. 3. The Reaſoners of the in- 
*« ternal Proof muſt, beſides theſe, (viz. Church Hiſtory, 
cmmeon Diligence, and Judgment, which he had obſerv'd, 
were all the Requiſites for the oy have a thorough 
Knowledge of human Nature, civil Policy, the univer- 


fal Hiſtory of Mankind, an exact Idea of the Moſaick 


and Chri/tian Diſpenſations, clear'd from the Froth-and 
© Grounds of School-Subtilties and Church Sy/tems ; and a- 
** bove all, ſhould be bleſs'd with a certain Sagacity to in- 
«© veſtigate, the Relations of human Actions, thro” all the 
Combinations of natural, civil, and moral Complexities.” 
So wonderful a Man muſt he be, who can be equal to this 
internal Evidence. And can the Author modeſtly pretend 
to theſe vaſt Atainments? In pure Decency he was for: ed 
to own that ſuch a Pretence would be ridiculous Arroga,'ce 
in him, and therefore allows that Humility and a Love of 
Truth might be ſufficient, No, but he had before made 
Jumility and the Love of Truth, INSUFFICIENT, by men- 
tioning the other Attainments as what have deterr'd 
others from the internal Method; for, an Attainment 
that was net requiſite for any Undertaking, could not be 
thought to deter any one from it. So that when he 
undertook this great Work he certainly thought himſelf 
pollefs'd of all thoſe prodigious. Abilities. that as it will. 
et this Writer's Abilitics, natural, or acguir d, be ever 
great: Let him be ever fo well qualified for the Manage- 

| ment 


6 REMARKRKS on the 
ment of this unwieldly Argument, what Proviſion has he 
made for the Capacities of his Readgrs who are to believe 


the Bibis upon the Strength of it ? As it requires his wacom- 


mon Attainments to do Juſtice to the Argument, it requires 
2 capacity as much above the common level of Readers in 
order to underſtand the force of it. But, ſurely, the Ex. 
dences of Religion ought to be calculated for the Bulk of 
Mankind; and thoſe are the bet Evidences which are moſt 
fitly adapted to anſwer that End, and Uſe. By this Wri- 
ter's Account, therefore, if any Perlon has a mind to be 
flar'd at as a Prodigy, the internal Evidence is the fitteſt for 
his Purpoſe ; but we ſay, if he ſhould chooſe rather to 
inſtruct and edify common Chriſtians, he ought to prefer eu- 
ternal Evidence as molt ſuited to their Apprehenſions, and, 
conſequently, moſt likely to convince them, Probably, 
therefore, it was Humiluy and love of Truth that made other; 
decline bis Method. They faw it was not a wije Method 
to ſerve Truth by, and they would not go out of the c- 
mon Way to diſſerve it. | 

Mr. Warburton in his Vindication, p. 23, 24, endeavour; 
to purge himſelf with reſpect to undervaluing Miracles; 
and fays, that, tho' he might, perhaps, evervaiue Ix TER. 
NAL Evidence; yet he has not undervalued the other. A 
poor Evaſion |! 5 or he ſpent ſome Pages upon the compara- 
tive Value of the two Evidences, giving the preference to 
one above the other. Thereſore, the overvaluing one in that 
comparative Light is andervaluing the other, as it makes the 
external Evidence inferior to the other, and of ſmaller He- 
count; a Point wherein he is manifeſtly wrong. If I adorn 
one thing with ale Colours, not comparing it with another 
in order to prefer it to that other, it is then barely overr'2- 
luing that thing. But if the Delign of the falſe Colour. 
be ro make it appear preferable, (when it really is not) 
what is this but depreſſing the other comparatively 3 not ma- 
king it Jeſs than it is in its /elf, bit leſs with reſpect to tat 
with which it is compared. If, for inſtance, allowing #4: 
to be a Man, any one ſhould make my Servant Mone 
than Man in order to ſet my Servant above me; is it not un. 
dervaluing me to make my Servant my AHaſter; ray inferi- 
or SUPERIOR to me? And it is that very kind of Under- 
valuing which we moſt diſlike, and would chiefly guard 
againit, Let him ſet the abſolute Value of internal Ey:- 
dence as high as he.pleafes, it gives no Offence, provided 
only that he prefers the external. It is the Preference o 


we contend tor, and he that does nei give the preference 5 
eri? 
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external Evidence, gives it not its due value, but untlerwa- 
ler it. The ill Conſequence of ſo doing is removing the 
Diſpute from its proper Ground (as Dr. Rogers juſtly ob- 
ſerved,) engaging the Infidels at a great Diſadvantage, and 
in that ve ay which the wiſh for, and have all 
along employed their — Art to draw us, if poſfible, 
into. Since Dr. Rogers wrote, at leaſt, we have been upon 
a right Foot; and now, ten Years after, this Writer is 
endeavouring to bring us back to the wrong one. His De- 
monſtration, if he could make one of it, could never make 
amends for changing our poſture of Defence, and deſert- 


us 
ing our ſtron k 2 
ub he natural effeRt of this Preference given to the inter- 


nal above the external Evidence, as far as his A c 


prevail, will be, — its Force upon Men's Minds, 
taking off ſo much from the Evidence of the Truth of R- 
lien, and ſerving the Cauſe of Infidehty, whether he in- 
tended it, or not. But what if, after all theſe diſÞara- 
ing Things ſaid of external Evidence, it ſhould appear that 
Mr. Warburton's Evidence is of the external kind ? If, af - 
ter he has depretiated the Arguments from Miracles and 
lefſen'd its Credit, he himſelf ſhould reſolve all his Proof 
into Miracle? This is undeniable; that by internal Evi- 
dence he does not mean the fame thing which thoſe againft 
whom he writes have always underſtood by it, or the ſame 
which he himſelf has repreſented it in the firſt Paragraph of 
his Book. p. 1. ſpeaking of the Nature of the internal E- 
vidence he obſerves, that it is by its own Natufe perpetuated. 
The reaſon of which he affigns in the following Words. 
Fir the NATURE and GENIUs of the REL1G10N defended 
affording the Proofs of the firſt kmd (internal) theſe Mate- 
rials of Defence are inſeparable from its Exiſtence, Now, 
by the Nature and Genius of a Religion, according to the 
common and ordinary Senſe of the Words, cannot be un- 
derſtood any thing more than the Nature of the Doctrines, 
Duties and In/titutions of any Religion. In this Senſe 
Dr. Conybeare and others are to be underſtood when th 
attempt to ſhew the Excellency of our Religion, that it is 
worthy God, but that, properly ſpeaking, there can be no in- 
ternal Evidence of a Reyelation at all, fince it does not fol- 
low from a Religion's being cvorthy #3 God, that it is extra- 
ordinarily reveal'd by God, If, indeed, there appears any 
thing in the Doctrines, Duties, or In/iitutions of a Religion 
as much above the Power of human Reafor to diſcover, or 
contrrve, as there is in the Miracles of Moſes and the Pro- 


þhets, 


wt 
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great Diſſervice to 


RE MARK S en be 
phets, of cage and his Apoſtles, above the Power of Mad 
to perform, then the Nature and Genius of this Religion is 


as much miraculous as any of the Fas by which we prove 


Revelation; and whether we ſhall think fit to call this Evi- 
dence internal, or external, the Nature of the Argument 
will be the ſame, and the Proof of the ſame, ſort. But this 
I preſume, is not what Mr. Varburton, any more than 


Dr. Conybeare, means by his internal Evidence. What he 


means, we do not as yet eradth know, but we very well 
know that he does not mean by internal Evidence, that kind 
of Evidence which the Doctor and other modern Advocates 
underſtand by it. In ſhort, the Method by which Mr. /. 
attempts to prove his Point, (as far as we can yet ſee into 
his Scheme from the ſeveral Hints drop'd up and down) is 
5 much founded on external Evidence, as the common 

roof of Chriſtianity is on Miracles. The only difference 
lies here. In the latter Caſe there were only a certain 
Number of Miracles at fir/t ſufficient ad Conſtituendam Ec- 
clefiam, in the former there was a continued ſeries of Mira- 
cles poſt Conſtitutam Eccleſiam, But in both Caſes the Mira- 
cles did not ariſe from the Doctrines, or the internal Conſti- 
tution of the Religion, but from the immediate and ex- 
_ Interpoſition of God, which had no natural Con- 

io 


n with the Doctrine, but operated conſequentially, as 


Miracles do in all other Inſtances. Upon the whole then 
Mr. V. has by his Affectation of Novelty, or ſome other 
re Reaſon, been led to leſſen the Credit of that very 

- 9% i which he himſelf-muſt at laſt be forc'd to make 
uſe of, 

But which ever of theſe Senſes be his real Meaning, he 
injures both Revelation and the modern Advocates for it. 
If he means by internal Evidence no more than the Na- 
ture and Genius of a Religion, this they have improved to 
the beſt Advantage; but then, this being, if any ſtrict 
Proof at all, yet ſo greatly inferior to the external, he does 

1 — by giving the weaker Pre- 
ference to the ſtronger Evidence. If his Internal be but 
another Word for external Evidence, here again he does 


Injuſtice both to the co and its modern Pleaders; 


the firf he injures by leſſening the Credit and Influence 
of that very Argument which he propoſes to uſe in its 
Defence; the latter, by cenſuring them for not cultivating 
that Evidence which he cenſures them for cultivating in 


ſuch a Manner as to prejudice the Value and Influence 
olf the Internal. 


urs, &c. 


” 
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Dr 
1 E next Part of this eee, Sen | 2 ape? 
mention, as very offenſive and ſuſpicious, is e 
a Piece with the A be ba. OS a to the A 
nal Evidence its due Value, and given more than he ought 
to have done to the internal, ſo he has leſſened the Merit 
and Reputation of the Advocates for the external Evidence, 
and been as forward to adorn the Characters of Infidels with 
Compliments that are as undeſerv'd, as they are indecent 
for a Chriſtian to beſtow upon them. I had in my firſt 
Letter, (but very raſhly it ſeems) accus'd him of ſaying, 
tbe ENGLISH CLERGY had undertaken to PROVE Cbriſtia- 
nity before they UNDERSTOOD ft; and in his indication 
(p. 23.) I find theſe ſurprizing Words, I /o declare 
that in the Paſſage above quoted, I meant no ENGLISH 


CLERGYMAN whatſoever, That the Reader may the 


better judge of the probable Sincerity of this ſolemn Decla- 
ration, and of my Raſhneſs in concluding that the Eng/iih 
Clergy were in his Thoughts, I muſt be forc'd to cite the 
Paſlage at length, becauſe the Vindication takes but ” wn 
of it, It is towards the Bottom of p. 2, and ſtands thus. 
And it is not without Occaſion I take Notice of it. For 
* who, in this long Controverſy between us and the Deiſts, 
© hath not applied, to certain late Advocates of Revela- 
* tion, what was formerly faid of Arnobius and Lauctantius, 
*© that they undertook the Defence of Chriſtianity before 
© they underſtood it, A Misfortune, which the more care- 
64 ful Study of the internal Evidence would probably have 
prevented. Notwithſtanding which ſuperior Advantages, 
* it hath ſo happened, that the internal Evidence hath been, 
e hitherto uſed as an Introduction only to the external; and 
while by this latter Men have prov'd our Religion actu- 
ally Divine (If he really thought ſo, what Occaſion for 
making Experiments when the old tryed Arguments were fo 
ſucceſsful ? Or for undervaluing Means that had effectually 
aniwer'd their End?) “ they have gone no farther with the 
former, than to ſhew it worthy indeed of ſuch an Origi- 
* nal, But from the State in which the internal Evidence 
ut preſent lies, a great Writer (here in the Margin he 
refers to Dr. Conybeare by Name) hath drawn a quite 
* contrary Concluſion. I from the ſmall Progreſs hitherto 
„made in it, exhort to its _ Cultivation ; * 


- 
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<«. the ſame Fact, concludes, that, frictly ſpeaking, there 


© can be no internal Evidence o a Revelation at all.” Be- 


fore we examine it upon the Point in Queſtion, I beg the 
Reader to compare it with my laſt Letter, and fee whether 
he has not uſed the Words, internal and external Evidence, 
in a fallacious Manner, and injuriouſly aſperb'd thoſe great 
2nd worthy Men who have lately engaged in the Cauſe of 
Chriſiianity. But we are to 1 whom he meant by 
certain late Advocates ; whether Engliſhmen, or Foreignets ; 
whether Clergymen, or Laymen. In his Vindication (p. 22.) 
he aſks this Queſtion; Have none but ENGLISHMEN 
wrote, of late, in Defence of Chriſtianity ? Nes; But to 
whom does Mr, Warburton make the Appeal? To Exgliſ 
Readers. In what Manner? Thus. For WHho m this 
lang Controverſy between Us, and the Deifts, hath not ap- 
#lied, &c, He here ſuppoſes the Caſe to be ſo very obvious 
that his Readers in general muſt have obſerv'd it. But 
how can this poſſibly be if he means it only of thoſe who 
have written in a Language which few of his Readers un- 
derſtand, and fewer read. His next Queſtion is; Have no 
ENGLISHMEN but the ENGLISH CLERGY wrote in De- 


fence of Chriſtianity. He ſhould have added, as he did in 
the former Queſtion, of late, for it is material, tho' he has 


omitted it, I defire him to name thoſe Englih Laymen 
who have, of late, appear'd in the Controverſy ſo profeſſed- 
ly as to be concern'd in this Aﬀair about internal and exter- 
nal Evidence, I dare ſay, not one, But if ſome few had 
done it, as the Clergy compoſe the main Body of our late 
Advocates, it would be more natural to ſuppoſe that / 
ſhould be in his Thoughts, than one, or two Exceptions a- 
mong the Laity. He goes on. If neither of theſe Queſtions 
can be anſwer d in the Negative, what PossEsS'D the Letter- 
Mriter to bear witneſs againſt Me, that I have any were 
faid, that the ENGLISH Clergy have undertaten to prove 
Chriſtianity without underſtanding it? If he means, that 
thoſe two individual Words, Eugliſb Clergy, are not uſcd, 
tis true, but the Evaſion is exceeding trifling. For that 
he has virtually ſaid it of them, I have ſhewn ; and etlat 
he actually meant it of them, is moſt evident, And now, 
ſince Mr. M. has atk'd me ſome Queſtions, I ſhall in my 
Turn take the boldneſs to aſk him one. What couid Pos. 
SESS the Vindicator. to — fotemn a Declaration again 
a plain Fact under his own 

its ſelf, where he makes the Obſervation, he refers by Na 
to an Engliſb Clergyman; and yet he ſolemnly inſiſts upon it, 


that 


and; for, in the very Paſſage 
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that no Engliſh Clergyman was then in his Thoughts. Per- 
he referr'd to Dr. Conybeare without thinking of him. 

ay, he has a Demon/tration at hand to ſhew that, tho? 
by ſome ſtrange, unaccountable Accident he named him, 
yet he could not think of him. So far from it, ſays he, / 
expreſsly ſay in p. 19 of the Dedication, & that the Clergy 
« of the e/fabli/h'd Church are they who have been princi- 
« pally watchful in the common Cauſe of Chriſtianity, and. 
a Moor SUCCESSFUL in repelling the Inſults of the Ene- 
« mies. AMoft Succeſsful, I perceive, is put in large Let- 
ters, but they prove but little, much leſs can they diſprove 
the reality of a plain Fact. But as to the general Character 
— Mr. 


and yet be of Opinion that they have been miſtaken as to 
the right Management of the 8 
prov'd the Truth 
Mr, I- 
Expreſſion is General, and he might mean Laymen, or Fo- 
reigners, as well as Clergymen, and Engliſhmen. This makes 
ſtrongly againſt him. If he had ſpecrfied any particular Set 
of Advocates, whether at home, or abroad, whether Laymen, 
or Ecclefiaſticks, he had left to Chriſtianity the reſt of the 
mdern Advocates for its Support, but now the Charge is 
General, and the Obſervatian equally extends to all that 
have defended Chriſtianity by the external Evidence, He 
bas named Dr, Conybeare, not as a ſingular Inſtance, but as 
an Example, or Illuſtration of his Meaning, And, for any 
thing that appears in the Charge, or in the Defence of it, 
it may be his Opinion that oe of the Advocates in the ex- 
ternal Way have proved, or ſo much as under/tood Chriſtia- 
nity, If fo, I dare venture to ſay, it never will be prov'd, 
But I do not = this Conſequence upon his Intention. The 
Gentleman ſhould be more cautious how he puts himſelf 
upon his Country, after ſo weak a Defence, leſt when he 
alls ſo loud for Jolie, they ſhould be the leſs inclined to 
bew him Mercy. | 
The Slurs -which he throws upon particular yy 1 
lave not Time to take Notice of. The Caſe of the Fathers 
my be conſidered at ſome convenient Opportunity, But I 
nuſt not paſs by the contemptuous Sneer and hard Reflec- 
lon which he caſts upon the primitive Advocates for Chriſti- 
nity, The Moderns are accuſed of Ignorance, but the An- 
rents wanted Diſcernment a - d common Hongſy too. 1 407. 
* 2 "Cf" 


Religion? Shocking! I ſhould have thought a ſincere 


he makes with his beſt Friends, tho' he thinks it fo ven 


REMARKS an he 
Speaking of the Methods then uſed againſt Chriſtianity, he tar 
ſays; But their chief Strength = in the forged Books tied 
of Hermes, which added to, and interpolated, the ther 
< better to ſerve their Purpoſe againſt Chri/tianity ; upon Iſl the 
* which he makes this Remark, It is pleaſant enough to MW fion 
© obſerve how the primitive Chriſtians defended themſelves is tl 
<« againſt the Authority of theſe Books. One would have info: 
* imagined, they ſhould have detected the Forgery, which 
85 — a was eaſy enough to do. Nothing like it: In- MW uſe 
< ſtead of That, they oppoſed Forgery to Forgery, and t%/ 
„added themſelves ſome Books, to this noble Collection of 4d r 
* Triſme, ft : For, they too, as well as the Pagans, had I ſho 
& their B tonifts for ſuch Services; who in theſe Books 


12 


have made Hermes ſpeak plainer of the Myſteries of acted 


* Chriſtianity, than ever the JTewiſb Prophets had done,” MW plime 
Then he applies to their Conduct in this Affair the vileft pence 
piece of roguiſh Craft, that the moſt profligate Solicitor at 
Law ever put in Practice. Says he; Their playin 
«© Triſmegi/t back upon their Enemies puts me in mi ther 1 
<« of that known Story of the Law Solicitors : The one WM va. 
« had forged a Bond againſt the other; who inſtead of MW Para: 
< taking Time to detect the Knavery, choſe rather to find 
* Evidence to prove that he had diſcharged it at the Day.“ 
Without enquiring into the true State of this Matter, 
(which it is not my preſent - Buſineſs to do) ſuppoſe theſe 
Chriſtians to have acted as infamouſly as he has repreſented, 
was it the Buſineſs of an Advocate tor Chriſtianity induſtri- 
ouſly to expoſe their Wickedneſs, and needleſsly give Occa- 
fion of Scandal and Triumph to thoſe who are ſo ready to 
take it ? Was it pleaſant enough to him to ſee a Conduct in 
the primitive Chriſtians ſo diſgraceful and injurious to our 


Chriſtian would have been - greatly concern'd, and not ſo 
highly delighted, on fuch a melancholy Occaſion. Can Mr. 
2 Hue us to think him our Friend, while he acts the 
Part of a ſly and bitter Enemy? Let him tell us by what 
Rules of Common —_ we are to judge him, and Charity 
ſhall direct us in the Application of them. 

If Mr. I. be a ſincere Chriſtian, you ſee how very fre: 


rude in any body to take Freedoms with him. Perhaps it 
may. be an Inſtance of Politeneſs to lay aſide all Cerem 
with thoſe whom we reſpect, and indulge a Liberty, non 
and then, when we are in the Humour, to cenſure, or han- 
ter them, When he has to do with the Enemies of Chrif 
Mr. * 4 WF 4 — 
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Divine Legation of Mo's x8, &c. 13 
tianity, leſt he ſhould be thought narrow in his Notions, 


tied down to Church Syſtems, or any ways prejudiced againſt. 


them on Account of their Infidelity, he is extremely nice in 
the Obſervation of the highe/t Punctilio s. If he has occa- 
fion to cite an Athei al aſſage out of Strabo, he himſelf 
is the Herald to proclaim the Author's Abilities, and to 
inform the Publick, that his Knowledge of Men and Man- 
ners was as extenſive as the habitable World. When he 
uſhers in Varro, he is careful to let us know, that this A- 
theiſt had a Genius as extenſive as the Roman Empire. If he 
did not ſeem to be very much in earneſt in his Encomiums, 
I ſhould be apt to ſuſpect that he intended them as an In- 
ſtance of the true attic Irony. In the Caſe of Bayle, he has 
ated the Part of a Gentleman even to an Exceſs, and com- 
plimented both his Under/landing and Morals at the Ex- 
pence of Truth, This French Writer, whom Mr. M. tiles 
the indulgent Foſter Father of Infidelity, maintains, that a 
ectety of Athiefts might ſulſiſi and live very comfortably toge- 
ther without the help of any * to bind them to the 
ervance of ſocial Duties, Mr. V. very juſtly calls this a 
Paradox, and blames Mr. Bayle for defending it; as he 
does Mr. Hobs for excluding Religion not only as uſeleſs, 
but as hurtful to Society; Lord Shaftsbury for ing the 
Power of * 7255 and Senſe too high ; and all other Infi- 
dels who difter from him as to the Neceſſity of. Religion to the 
Support of Society. But this is not condemning their [nfide- 
Ih, but their miſtaken Notions as to the neceſſary Means of 
ſupporting Society. As his Scheme obliged him to introduce 
ſo many Infidels into his Work, and his Good-MManners- re- 
quir'd that he ſhould be very civil to their Perſons and Pa- 
2 in Juſtice to himſelf and to Religion he ſhould have 
n the more careful to declare his Abhorrence of their A. 
theiſtical Principles, As such, without any Regard to their 
Influence on Society. And yet, as far as I can recollect, (I 
am (ure, I would not willingly injure him) he has not uſed 
theſe Precautions, but — himſelf in ſuch a Manner 
s he might have done conſiſtently with Truth, ſuppoſing 
that he were as mere an Infidel as any of them ; while his 
Praiſes of their Abilities are as profuſe and laviſh, as it is na- 
tural for us to beſtow upon our mot favourite Friends, Of 
Mr. Bayle he is fo 3 and paſſionately fond, that 
be has almoſt dei d his Genius, and canoniz'd his Moralx. 
He is a Writer whoſe Strength and Clearneſs of Rea ſoning 
en be equal d only by the Gaiety, Eaſineſs and Delicacy of his 
Wa, But this is not enough for him by a great deal. Hs 
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for PaRADOxEs, in ſuch 


of a Collins, or a Toland, (Athieſts of leſs 


14 ' REMARKS on the © 
Human Nature with a Glance, (an Expreſſion not 
applicable to any Being, but that Omniſcient One whoſe 
Exiſtence he denied,) ſtruck into the Province of Paradas, 
as an Exerciſe for the reſtleſs Vigour of his Mind, To 


 compleat his er, he had a Heart racticed to the BRN 


PILOSO PHY. Mr. Bayle was undoubtedly a.Perſon of 
pc lite Literature, and great Ingenuity, with an agreeable man- 
ner of Writing, but he had rather a fine and curious, than 
a deep and ſtrong Genius, or ſound Judgment. However, 
we will allow ſomething for n which will magnify 
its Object, and run out into luxuriant Expreſſions of its 
Admiration. It cannot only adorn its Object with imagi- 
nary Perfections, but change its very Nature, and make 
him, who was a Man of the 7 Lewaneſs, and open 
Prefaneneſs, appear to have an Heart practic d to the beſt 
Philoſophy. As if he were in Pain leſt the World ſhould 
not be inguiſſtive enough into his Writings, he ſays, a Wi. 
ter of this Charatter will 2 a very particular Regard : 
nds, will always be productiue 

. for Uſe or wats This curious and uſeful 
riter is reckon'd, both by BeMevers and Infidels, to have 
done more towards corrupting the Principles and Moral; 
of Mankind, than almoſt any other; and accordingly it 
is very wiſe in the Infidels to recommend him ſo induſ- 
triouſſy, as they do: But for that very Reaſon, it was 
offenſrve and ſuſpicious in Mr. W. inſtead of guarding in- 
cautious Readers againſt ſuch dangerous Writers, to help 
the Infidels to give Credit and Succeſs to the Works of 
Mr. Bayle. - But, it ſeems, fo ſkilful was this ph:loſophrical 
Chymift, that under his Management the moſt venomous Poi. 


ſon may produce the moſt uſeful and noble Medicament ; and 


what would ſubſide into rank offenſive * in the Hands 

xperience in ſuch 
chymical Preparations,) HE can direct to the Confutation of 
Jindal, and the Service of Chri/tianity. (p. 33, 34.) If 1 
were diſpoſed to be as merry with Mr. V. as he was with 
the prinutive Chriſtians, this wild Rant affords as much 


Scope, and a much fitter Occaſion, for Mirth. 


In our own Country, there came out not long ago, the 
Life of Hamer. This Book, like Mr. Vs, had a great deal 
of Reading in it, but not ſo much Ingenuity and Sprightli- 
neſs, It was written in a conceited ſtiff way, and with 


ſuch Obſcurity, that it was not ſo much read, nor at firſt 


much underſtood ; but now, I think, the Deſign of it 1s 


known and allow'd to be an InAd:1 one, Yet this is _ 
e | "mas 'riter 
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Writer that Mr. V. thinks worthy of his publick, his highe# - 
Commendation, The Author is reputed to be a Scotchman, 
and his Character fo remarkable, it may be worth Mr, Js 
while to enquire into it (if he has not already heard of it) 
that he may be able to give him his due Praiſe, by com- 
mending his Heart, as well as his Head. 

His Friend —— is another of our Countrymen, who, by 
way of Recompence for the Loſs of his Character with nar- 
row Minds, has the Honour of being number'd in Mr, War- 
burton's Liſt of Worthies: It muſt needs be extreamly offen- 
five to all good Chriſtians to ſee the Enemies of our Religion 
complimented and recommended in a profeſs'd Defence of 
" WH Revelation. But to thoſe who know nothing more of Mr. 
eV. than his Writings ; his Conduct in reſpect to looks + 
"WH like an intended Inſult upon Chriſtianity and the Common 
g Senſe of Mankind. This Author's Writings had | 
4 i Trial before able and impartial Judges ; were ſentenced as 
" WH /"fide!; the Author was deſerted by his intimate Friends, - 
wo before had a good Regard for him, and lik'd his Ac- 
' WH quaintance. Yet this very Perſon, thus condemned, and 
thus diſcarded, as a known Enemy to us, Mr. V. ventures ' 
| publickly to eſpouſe, and highly to extol ; not only in his 
Book, but in his Vindication, after he knew how much the 
b Publick was offended by his fin Compliments. He ſeems 
" WH determined, at all Adventures, to ſtand, or fall by his Friend. 
> WH His Friend is obliged to him for a kind Intention, but he 
would, perhaps, have been better pleaſed if Mr. V. had not 
reminded the World of his able Services. In another Point, 
reſpzQting the Doctor's Credit and Intereſt, Mr. //”s great 
Generofity has got the better of his 7 ay It has of- 
ten been obſerv'd, that crying up a y for a celebrated 
Beauty, when ſhe's only paſſable, or, at moſt agreeable, is 
doing her hurt. He would paſs very well, and readily 
de allowed the Merit of a clever ſmart Writer, if his Ad- 
vocate had not improperly rank'd him amongſt the firſt 
Claſs of Geniuſes in the Argumentative Way. Theſe unjuſt 
Claims provoke People to weigh out his Reputation in a 
more exact Proportion to his Title to it, They will en- 
quire into the Hiſtory of his Works, and find him to be 
but a Plagiary, where he ſets up himſelf for an Original. 
He robb'd a French Author ; travell'd; and at his Return 
put off his ſtolen injudicious Remarks, for choice new — 
imported freſh from Italy. Mr. V. was as unfortunate in his 
bigh Encomiums upon his Morals. Temperance and Chaflity 
we Virtues ; Spleen and Maliœ, and Envy; Pride and Va- 
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nity are Vices, tho not Vices of the Bady and Vices greatly 


2 to Society, and as odious in the Sight of God: 
t if Mr. V. had not over- rated his Friend for the Sake of 
the farmer, he might have met with the leſs Cenſure on ac- 
count of the latter. | : | 

The Vindication offers at a Proof of His Friend's Faith, 
and I heartily wiſh it had produc'd a ſatisfactory one. -I 
ſhall afterwards conſider what he has ſaid for him 
and himſelf, I ſhall conclude this Letter with a ſhort Re- 
mark upon a Paſlage or two in the Vindication that' have 
a ſtrange Appearance, taken by themſelves, but look much 
worſe when compared with the Pains he has taken to give 

ation to Infidel Characters: P. 8, of his Vindication he 
obſerves that — is become ſo — as to be ef- 
L teemed a Teſt of ſuperior Parts and Diſcernment.“ What? 
Reputable in the Abſtract? What an Inſinuation is this! 
Reputable among Infidels, he ſhould have ſaid. But the Ar- 
pms requir'd more, and fo he ſaid, Reputable without 
eſtriction, or Guard. Again at (p. 35.) the ſame Obſer- 
vation is repeated. There are, and thoſe eſteemed ſincere 
* Chriſtians too, who would have taken the Names of In- 
* = and Heretick for Favours at the Hand of the Letter- 
„ Writer,” It may be fo, but I'll aſſure him I never give 
thoſe Titles by way of Compliment ; and if Mr. V. knows 
any Chriſtians who can ſee Charms in ſuch Titles, he is wel- 
come to their Acquaintance. But, if, as he ſays, he him- 
ſelf is not charm'd with them, it is very ſtrange Conduct in 
him to talk CD Chriſtians who do not think it an In- 
amy to be reckon'd Infidels, Does not this laat as if he 
wanted to take off the Horror and Odium that ought to at- 
tend them: 

If you'll favour me with the Publication of anether Let 
ter, I ſhall offer ſome Obſervations upon the Medium of his 
Demonſtration, and endeavour to ſhew what Danger we have 
reaſon to apprehend from his Scheme, and how much it con- 
cerns us, in common Prudence, to guard againſt the De- 


ſigns of the Author. 
| Yours, &c. 


— 


LETTER III 


COME now to enquire into Mr. J/arburton's 
SCHEME, and ſee what great Reaſon all ſober Chrif- 
tians have to be offended with it; to be very ** 
2 es 
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his Deſign in advancing it; and to guard in time, againſt 
the Miſchief it ma 4 B 
We objed to his Scheme as a very dan one, in that 
it obliged him ſtrongly to —_— his Readers againſt Re- 
velations in general, and Religion in general, before he en- 
ters _ his'Proof of x particular Revelation and Religi- 
on. He has been very induſtrious tb ſearch into Heathe 
2 in order to ſhew that all wiſe Lawgivers pretended 
to Revelations and Inſpirations, in order to give Reverence 
to their Character, and Force to their Laws. But I am 
afraid Mr. V. will not make his Readers the more inclin'd 
to believe the fu of the Old Teſtament, or the'New, 
or the Divine Authority of ' Moſes and Chrift, by ſhewin 
that the pretence to Ih/piration has been Univerſal amon 
Law-givers, and that it was but a Pretence. Will not a 
— many be too apt to make this Inference ? Moſes and 
brit pretended to be inſpir d; ſo did all other wiſe Law- 
givers} therefore it may be as mere a Pretence in Moſes and 
Chriſt, as in all the rel. If the Law and the Goſpel be, as 
they are allowed to be, very wife —— this is indeed 
a proof of the Good Senſe and Wiſdom, but not of the In- 
ſpiratian of their Inflitutors, For this we muſt have re- 
| courſe to the Evidence of Miracles, which Mr. . does 
; _ ſeem to think is ſo ſatisfactory as we were wont to 
m it, | 
, But he goes farther, and lays the Foundation of a ſtrong 
) Prejudice againſt all Religion, that is, agaiuſt the Belief of 
a Providence and a Future State, which cannot, according: 
- to my Apprehenſion, be a _-_ prudent Scheme. This 
- WH Method might be wre/ſary to his Scheme, but then it was an 
inſuperable Oßjection againſt the Scheme, if Revelation could 
| be prov'd any other Way : And, God be prais'd, it has 
s food its Ground, upon the Foot of /firacles for above 
e 17 Centuries, and will, I am ſatisfied, be able to ſtand up- 
on no other, Why then ſhould a Writer of 45 much Sega- 
cdi reject this old ſurceſiful method of Proof, for one which 
may prejudice a great many againſt the Belief of any Reli- 
gion at all? Which will moſt likely be the caſe, if they 
ſhould believe his Repreſentation of Antiquity to be true ? 
He has labour +» ſhew that all the great Genius of Old, 
(In my laſt I obſerv'd how violently he magnified the Ca- 
pacities of modern Infidels ;) all the Lawgivers and Philsſs- 
bert, the Men of the greateſt natural and improv'd Under- 
ſtanding, look'd upon all Religion as a Cheat, and uſed it only 
8 a Political Engine. Now, = there be a Providence, one 
. W 
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would think, Men of the be Underſtanding and Know- 
ledge ſhould have found out that important Truth, as well 
as the ignorant Multitude. It is very ſtrange that only So- 
crates, out of ſuch a vaſt Number of learned and great 
Men, in ſo many Ages, ſhould believe it. If it be 
of being proud, (which St. Paul expreſsly affirms) the vitu- 
aus Men am the Philoſophers were better qualified, 
than leſs improv'd Minds, for ſuch Inquiries; and yet, ac- 
cording to Mr. Wes Account, all the mo/t competent Judges, 
- ene.only excepted, diſbeliev'd a Providence, tho* they thought 
it to teach the Doctrine to thoſe who knew no 
better. And if they could, by Reaſon, find out this Truth, 
they might as eaſily come at ſome Knowledge of a Future 
State as a Conſequence of the other, I appeal then to Com- 
mon Senſe, whether the ſpreading ſuch a Notion as this, with 


all the Aebeiftical Reaſons which Mr. JF. has afign'd. for 


their fidelity, be not the moſt ready Way to induce un- 
thinking and licentious Perſons to believe that, tho' learned 
and wife Jews and Chriſtians have taught the Doctrines of 
a Providence and a future State, yet they believed the Truth 
of them no more than the learned and wiſe Heathens did; 
and, I preſume, Mr. V. will allow that whoever diſbelieves 
a Providence and a future State, upon Atheiftical Principles, 
will not believe any Revelation, Mr. W. is aware of this 
Objection againſt his Scheme, acknowledges it, and at- 
tempts an Anſwer to it, but ſuch a one as is fo far from 
being ſatisfactory to my Apprehenſion that it is wholly unin- 
te/ligible. Say, that theſe Truths were at firſt / - 
rally reveal'd, and handed down by Tradition ; or that God 
imprinted them on Men's Minds by way of Inſtinct; or ſup- 
poſe the Belief of them to have ever obtained in the World, 
by any other Means whatſoever ; it is impoſſible in any to- 
lerable Manner to account for ſo — a Diſbelief of 
them, amongſt the learned and virtuous Philoſophers, with- 
out reſolving it, as Mr. V. does, into ſuch Reaſons, as, in 
their Opinion, ſhewed the ab/urdity of the Notions, If the 
Original of ſuch Belief be [»/tin?, the Philoſophers mult 
have believed it as well as others, ſince Inſtinct is ſuch an 
Impreſſion upon our Nature by the Author of it, as all at 
firſt enjoy'd, and few could quite get rid of. If we reſolve 
it into a - gut Revelation, yet if the Notions be 
agreeable to Reaſon,  tho* Reaſon alone could not have di, 
cover d them, it is ſtill equally ftrange that ſuch Rational 
Opinions ſhould continue to obtain amonſt the moſt irra- 
ticnal Men, while thoſe of the ftronge/? and moſt ; 


eaſon, 
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Reaſon, and moſt perfect Morals, univerſally rejected it. 
And in the 1ft Sect. of the 2d B. p. 93, he carefully points 
it out to the Reader's Obſervation, that, as Religion was 
believ'd only by the Populace, fo “ all the National Reli- 
« gjons of the ancient and modern gentile World are ſo 
and irrational that they could not be the Reſult of the 
« Diſcoveries of improv'd Reaſon, but were plainly fitted 
* to the Capacity of Minds, yet rude and uncultivated.” 
Then he inſtances in two Kingdoms, the Mexicans and Pe- 
ruvians in the South, and the Canadians in North America; 
« the firſt of which, he ſays, had a Religion formed and 
« ſettled, but ſuch a Religion as diſcover'd ſomething worſe 
« than mere Ignorance, but which could never be the Re- 
« ſult of ſpeculative Thinking : However, a Religion it was 
te that taught the great Articles of the — od, a Pro- 
evidence, and a future State.” Then he how hap» 
« pen'd it that theſe two great Empires had a Religion, and 
« the Canadians none, but that their Founders ſaw it was ne- 
t ceſlary to eſtabliſh and perpetuate one for the Benefit of the 
State. A Circumſtance that the Canadians never were un- 
der: So that the Origin of Religion is here plainly aſerib'd 
to the Magiſtrate, and the Intent of it confin'd to the purpoſes 
of Civil Liſe; for which Reaſon he ſuppoſes the Magiſtrate to 
have ſo framed it, as to fit it to the Genius and Temper of 
the Nation, Whoever carefully conſiders this and the fol- 
lowing Section will fee my Obſervation abundantly made 
Good. Indeed, he has ſaid in one Place of this Se. p. qa, 
that Religion was of popular Belief, even before Ciuil Policy 
was inſtituted, and at the End of his Book offers at an Ar- 
gument for Religion grounded upon this popular Belief; yet 
in the very Place where he makes the Aſſertion, he deſtroys 
it again, I ſhall cite the Paſſage becauſe it is ſtrong, 
© Yet were there formerly, and now are, many Sava 
Nations that long loſt all Traces of Religion: A Fact 
that implies ſome extraordinary Care and Art in the Ma- 
* giftrate for its Support: For, if Religion has been ſup- 
ported in all Places, at all Times, and under all Circum- 
* Rances, where there was a Magiftrate and Civil Policy; 
and ſcarce in any Place, or under any Circumſtance w 
©* theſe were wanting; what other Cauſe than the Magr- 
* firate's Management can be aſſign'd for it? This, to 
* conſidering Men, will be of weight.” ——For what, I 
ak ? Why plainly to ſhew, that, in his Opinion, Religion 
was not from God; not from a ſupernatural Revelation; or 
ſpeculative improv'd Reaſon ; - from innate Notions A but 

2 rom 
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from Civil Policy; and that it has been conſtant] profere's 
by the Power, as it was yg, invented by the dom 
of the Magiſtrate. If this be not his Meaning he ſhould 
have taken more care of his Expreſſions, for this is the ob- 
vious Import of them; and what makes it the more proba- 
ble that he really meant what he has expreſs'd, is this ; that 
it is of a Piece with the general Tendency of the Book. But, 
he goes on to make his Meaning till clearer by Reaſoni 

upon the Fact, tho? his Reaſoning be not cancluſive. He is 
very particular, (p. 94, 95.) in ſetting forth the Advanta- 
ges the Canadians had, above the Mexicans, of coming to 
the Knowledge of a ſuperior Being, and their Care in making 
as much Improvement of their Faculties and Opportunities, 
as their Brethren in the South; notwithſtanding which the 
Iſſue prov'd contrary to what might be expected; the others 
had a Religion, and theſe had none. Who then, ſays he, can 
any langer doubt that this was owing to the Care and Contri- 
dance of the Magiſtrate Now, can any Thing be' fuller 
and plainer? If the Knowledge of a Supreme Being were at- 
tainable by Reaſon, the Canadians had better Opportunities 
and Capacities than the Mexicans, and are allow'd by Hifte- 
rians to have made as good an Improvement. of them, and 
yet, for want of the Aid of the Civil Magiſtrate, they had 
no Religion at all, while the Mexicans had a Religion, and 
a Religion fitted, by the Wiſdem of the Magiſtrate to the 
People. And as he reſolves the Origin of Religion into Civil 
Policy, ſo he gives the Egyptians the Credit of being the fir/t 
Inventors of this uſeful Contrivance ; the fir/t that eftabliſh'd 
Religion, p. 96. which he ſays, (after having quoted an Au- 
thority to oo the — ) was the ſame thing as — 
ing of the tians, that they were the firſt and wije/t polic 

People, p. His citing an Hiſtorian Wing Tal. and 
then making a Remark in conſequence of the Truth of it, 
without intimating the leaſt doubt of its Truth, is allowing 
it to be true. This is the Account he gives of the State of 
Religion amongſt Heathens ; and as unfavourable a one to 
Revelation as the Heart of an Infidel could wiſh. Let us 
now enquire into his Scheme with reſpect to the Jets. The 
Heathens, the moſt intelligent and rational Part of them, he 
repreſents as Atheiſts; ignorant of that God who created 
them; of that Providence which govern'd them; of that 
Eternal State for which they were intended; and oblig d to 
have Recourſe to Fiction and Impoſture for their very vublil- 
tence in Society. The Fews, indeed, according to what he 
has told us of his Syſtem, did believe a God, and a Providence, 


but 
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but (as far as we can judge of it at preſent) not ſuch a par- 
ticular. Providence, with reſpe& to [ndividuals, as Society and 
Religion require for their Support. Tho? God made a par- 
ticular Covenant with that People, gave them an extraordi- 
nary Revelation, and promis'd them ſingular Bleſſings which 
were never fully perform'd in this Lite, it does not yet ap- 
pear that Mr. W. thinks, they had any Intimation of the 
moſt i and —— Truth of Religion, a future State. 
1. In p. 6. He _— the Medium _ intended De- 
mon/tration to be, the ion of a future State in the Few 
Di A on. He does . ed what kind, or wes De. 
ce of Omiſſion he means: Only, that it is ſuch an Omiſ- 
ion as the _ have laid hold on; pretending it to be an 
Inperfection which makes the Diſpenſation unworthy of the Au- 
thor to whom we aſcribe it. So, it ſeems, he yields to the 
Deiſts the very Point which they contend for, and builds hir 
Demonſtration upon the Fact upon which they ground their 
— a9. This, indeed, is fighting them with their own 
eapons, but we have too much to fear from ſuch att 
Engagement. He grants, that there is ſuch an Omiſſion as 
they pretend there is. This is a _ never made be- 
fore to the Beis by wiſe and good Men, but conſtantly 
denied, (as repreſented by the Deiſts) and clearly confuted ; 
icularly. by thoſe two excellent and judicious Writers, 
— Bur, and the GREAT Dean of St. Paul's, Dr. 
Sherlock ; the former, in his Poſthumous Pieces; the latter, 
in his admirable Book upon a future State, What reaſon 
then have we not to be greatly alarm'd at this Novel, and, 
in our Opinion, deſtructiue Scheme? Or why ſhould we fit 
filent and patient all the while, waiting for a Demon/tration 
built upon a falſe Fad, ſo far as appears? Or why ſhould we 
fuffer that Fact to paſs current, and be imdib'd by unwary 
Readers, - unleſs it had been more carefully explained, afid 
better guarded, than the Author has yet guarded it? For 
the preſent, the Fad is ſuppoſed to be ſuch as the Deifts pre- 
tend it to be: And #n that Light it is neither conſiſtent with 
our Lord's expreſs Doctrine againſt the Sadducees. Mat. 
22, 2332. Mark 12, 18—27, nor with St. Paul's in 
Hb. 11. Either therefore the Argument is foreign to the 
Diſpute with Deifts, if the Fact be not underſtood according 
to their Notion of it; or if it be ſo underſtood, it is a wron 
and a dangerous Conceſſion, contradictory both to the Old Tf 
tament and the New, and ſapping the very Vitals of true 
Religion, To fay that a future'State was omitted in the 
Jewiſh Niſpenſation, is not a true Propoſition, unleſs 
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and qualified with ſeveral Diſtinctions and Limitas 


tions. Taken fomply, abſolutely, and in thoſe general T 
it is very — 7 7 gs wy rs Why thee 


does Mr. V. offer to ſpread it in thoſe general Terms a+ 


mong the Populace ? Or, if he wants Attention, or Dif | 


cernment to diftinguiſh rightly in ſuch a momentous 
and lays his Foundation of a Pram of the Scriptures in a 
Fact that is ſubverſive of their Truth, why muſt others fore 
bear to remonſtrate, when the Miſchief is already working, 
and no Antidote applied ? ; : 
2. He ſays, the Doct᷑rine of a Future State did not make 
part of the Moſaic _—_— p. 7. He has not added, 
As Moſaick, which he ſhould have done, to remove offence, 
o prevent the deception of his Readers. The Moſaick 
Diſpenſation did not, could not diſannul the Patriarchal, as 
St. Paul has clearly prov'd, but-it took it in, or rather was 
grafted upon it: and there can be no doubt but that the Co- 
venant with Abraham (which was the Goſpel! Covenant) 
contained a Future State. Dr. Sherloch in the Book above- 
mentioned, and which I would recommend to Mr, Hs 
careful Peruſal, has explain'd this Point very fully and un- 
anſwerably, Therefore the Few, Difenſation which in 
its complex View comprehended both Patriarchal and Mo- 
ſaical, did undoubtedly take in a Future State; and ſo the 
ine of a Future State, tho' not properly taught by the 
Law, conſider'd as the Shell, or Cover of the Patriarchal 
Religion, or Goſpel Covenant, yet obtained under the Law, 
or Jewiſb Diſpenſation, Nay, Dr. Sherlock has a diſtinct 
Chapter to ſhew, that, tho* the Law of Moſes contain'd no 
expreſs Promiſe of another Life, yet the whole Moſaical Diſ- 
penſation is one continued Proof of it; if we will allow that 
God had any wiſe Deſign in that Diſpenſation, or the cui 
any common Senſe to underſtand it. And it is my Opi- 
nion that, if Mr. V be a ſincere Chriſtian, and will ſeri- 
ouſly examine the Dean's Arguments, he will ſee himſelf 
under a neceſſity of giving up his own Scheme, as being ab- 
ſolutely inconſiſtent with the Bible. No doubt, he thought 
himſelf exceeding ſmart when he told me, in his Vindica- 
tion, that the FounDATION is not the House, but I 
would have him remember that the Foundation is the Sup- 
gore of the Houſe, and if he lays the Foundation of his 
uilding in the Ruins of it, he will prove a bad Architect. 
If his Scheme obliges him flatly to contradict the Scriptures, 
he will hardly be able to prove them to be true by any Ar- 

gument that proves them to be falſe, 
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3. The Author ſays (p. 8.) that he affirms ſomething 
* pes Chriftion } riters have not only denied, but 
thought it nece//ary to deny, which he civilly imputes to 
their Love of Syftems, to their _— building upon the. 
Ruins of Reaſon, to their having r/landings narrowed 
by Prejudice. Now I know not that many Chriſtian uri. 
ters have ever denied that the Moſaick Covenant, conſider d 
merely as Moſaick, contain'd only Temporal Promiſes, in 
the expreſs Letter of it. All ſound Divines have ever 
allowed it. But what many Chriftian Divines, indeed all 
Divines, ancient and modern, have denied, is what 


ogy 5 pretend, and Mr. Warburton ſeems to grant, vin. 


that a future State was not taught by Moſes, or that ſuch Be- 
lief obtain d not under the Old Tiftament. This have 
juſtly thought it neceſſary to dem. If this be (as by the 
oy" * to be) what = Warbarton Ar- 
FIRMS, he is very groſsly an dangeroufl 
miſtaken : nor can he o 4. 
build a Demonſtration for the Truth of Revelation upon x 
falſe Principle, a Principle demonſtrabiy falſe, if the Scrip- 
tures be true. We have therefore great reaſon to be very 
much offended, and jealous of his Pretences, *till he 
explains whom he means by the many Chriftian Writers, and 
what it was (in his Account) that they thought it — 
to deny, and he thinks it proper to affirm. might be as 
fond of a Sy/tem of his own making, as others might be of a 
Syſtem recommended by Scripture and — He may 
fo have Paſſions, and a Mind narrowed by Prejudices, as 
well as thoſe many Chriſtian Writers (whoever they were) 
whom he ſo candidly reflects upon. Therefore as he has 
taken the Liberty to throw oblique Aſperſions upon many, 
owning his Notion to be new, himſelf the fir/? that eſpous d 
it, (which ſhews that his Reflections in that particular, ex- 
tend to all before him) he ſhould not think it hard Meaſure 
if Suſptcions are rais d, in our own Defence, upon a ſingle 
Writer. He has given juſt Ground for*them, neither are 
we bound by any Laws of Fuftice, Charity, or Humanity, 
to be ſilent as long as he ſhall think it proper to keep back 
his intended Demonſtration, If the Tendency of his Book be 
(as it plainly is at preſent) to perſuade the World, either: 
that a future State was not taught at all under the Ola 
Teſtament, or that Moſes has totally omitted it, or that the 
Jewiſh Religion did not contain it, or that Religious Fews 
did not believe it, and govern their Lives by it, then there 
s reaſon for entering ſome timely Caveats againſt it, to 
* 
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prevent any ſuch pernicious Doctrine's taking root N 

ge and likewiſe to hinder the Author; who — 
a very ſuſpicious Character, at leaſt, from being received and 


- encouraged as a Friend, till he ſhall give us ſome better 
Reaſons, than his Promiſe of a Demonſtration, to think 


him one. But whatever his Scheme ſhall at laft to 


be, which at preſent he has left us to.gueſs at as well as we 


can, we are not at a loſs to judge of the Nature and Ten- 
dency of This Volume. We certainly know this to be a very 


bad Book, conſiſting, among other range bold Things that 


bave.a bad Aspect on Religion, of Satyrs on the Advocates 


for Chriſtianity, Panegyricks on the moſt notorious Infidels, 


and all the filthy ſtuff that he could ſcrape together out of 
the Sink of Atheiſm, as a natural INTRODUCTION to 2 
Demonſtration of the "Truth of Revelation. Yet Mr. V. 
thinks it rude, nay unchriſtian, nay horrid in me to cenſure 
his Performance, or ſuſpect his Defigns. Let it be ever ſo 
firange a Book, we ſhould have a little Patience and he 
will make us ample amends by an extraordinary one, 


tho' he did not care to let it come out in bad 5 | 
, 


Beſides, Mr, V. according to his own Account of himſe 
has as much Right, as his Friend Bayle, to ſtrike out into the 
Province of PARAnOx, as an Exerciſe for the refle Vi- 
our of his Mind, becauſe like him, he can ſo prepare Atheiſm 
as to extract out of it ſuch a Confutation of Infidelity; that 
the Party ſhall never dare to appear any more while his 
Demonſtration ſhall laſt. EL? 
But, to be ſerious, I appeal to Mr. V. himſelf. Sup+ 
poſe any one had publiſh'd a Political Book, which was 
thought by able and judicious Men to have a Tendency very 
pernicious to the Government, and the Author uſed the 
ſame way. of Arguing and the ſame kind of Language which 
the Enemies have always been obſerved to uſe ; in this caſo 
would Mr. V think it becoming a good Subject to ſuf- 
fer ſuch a Book to take its courſe unanſwer'd, only becauſe 
he himſelf, againſt the plain Tenour and whole Air. of his 


Work, aſſures us that he will, ſome. time or another, no- 


body can conceive how, demen/trate the King's Title to the 
Crown; and ſuffer ſuch a Writer to paſ: uncenſur d, only 
| becauſe he aſſures us that if we will but tate his Word for 

it, and truſt him, he is a true Friend, tho he ſeems, by his 
_ preſent way of talking, to be an Enemy? or, it any one, 
without any perſonal Prejudice to the Author, in the Inte- 
rity of his Heart, with an honeſt Zeal and Concern, 
ſhould endeavour to obviate the pernicious Effects _ 


b 
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Book was likely to produce if not taken notice of, and to 
ard againſt the bad Deſigns which the Writer is juſtly 
R/pefted to entertain 3 would Mr. . efteem ſuch an In- 


ſtance of Fidelity to the Government deſerving his Reſent« 
ment, Or his Ti s | 


* — 1 
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N the Letter wherein I firſt mentioned this Book, I ob- 
ſerved, that if an Author writes lite an Infidel he ought 
not to be ſurpriz'd, or to pretend to be angry, if the 
World ftrongly ſuſpects his Faith. Whatever Mr. Js 
real Sentiments and [ntentions may be, I am very much mi/- 
taken in my Judgment if I have not made it appear, in 
my laſt three Letters, that the Divine Legation is written 
exactly in the Infidel- MN ay, and muſt, in proportion to the 
Succels it meets with, ſerve the _ Cauſe; and I amas 
much miſ-inform'd by others, if I have not made ſome 
Converts to my Opinion, The Caſe, indeed, does already 
appear plain enough to ſatisfy any impartial Perſon ; bu 
there are ſome things in the Manner of his Writing, an 
ſome particular Paſſages, that deſerve Attention, not only 
as they may be of uſe to ſhew us the Drift of this Book, 
and to make probable the Meaning of the Writer, but to 
help thoſe, who may not have been ſo obſervant of their 
Arts, to judge of other Books of the like kind. 

1. Mr... after the manner of modern [nfidels, deals 
much in general Charges and Reflections, which give a 
Colour for ſomething, and leave room for injurious Applica- 
tions, but give the Injur'd no poſſibility of defending 
ſelves. To give an Inftance of what I mean. He ſpeaks 
c, WM vith great Contempt of certain Bigots, as well as certain 
ſe Advocates, who have a fondneſs for Church Syſtems, and 
give up Reaſon to their Paſſions. Now, Mr. V. does not 
want to be told in what Latitude this kind of Talk is uſed 
\s by the Pree-thinkers ; that by Church-Sy/tems, they under- 
ly ſtand the Doctrinii and Inſtitutions of Chriſtianity, by Bi- 

gots, Chriftians ; and that by giving up Reaſon they mean, 
bs our inſiſting upon the Inſufficiency, or Deficiency, of Rzaſon 
in Matters of Religion without the Aſſiſtance of Revelation. 
If, therefore, an Author, of any tolerable Share of Senſe 
n, ud Diſcretion, uſes the Language of a Set of Men, it is 
he natural to ſuppoſe that he uſes it in their Senſe, becauſe it is 


ot to be imagin'd that a prudent Chriſtian would give ſuch 
2 | a F E * Occaſion 
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Occaſion for being miſ- underſtood, to the prejudice of 
his own Reputation, of the Characters of all Orthodox Di- 
'vines, and of the Intereſt of our Religion. And yet, if I 
ſhould offer to fix this Meaning upon Mr. V. I ſhould ſoon 
hear of an unchriſtian and horrid Imputation. But, the want 
of Charity and Horridneſs does not conſiſt in putting the 
moſt natural and probable Interpretation upon Writings, 
but in Writers has, ſo very wicked, or ſo very imprudent, 
as. to giye ſo much Ground for Injury and Scandal. 

2. Ambiguities of Expreſſion are another Method of 
writing wherein he agrees with Infidels. I ſhall cite a Spe- 
cimen or two of this kind. Speaking of the Reception of 
Chriſtianity from the Pagan World, (p. 279.) he ſays, when 
the IEWISH Religion appear d, Men wire but roo MUCH 
ACCUSTOMED to NEW REVELATIONS, not to acknow- 
ledge its SUPERIOR Pretences. And when CHRISTIANI- 
TY areſe (p. 280.) it 917 heard; and the SUPE- 
RIOR Evidence, with which it was accompanied, diſpoſed 
Men HABITUATED to PRETENDED Revelations eagerly 1s 
receive it. See how very artfully theſe Paſlages are con- 
triv'd for a fly Inſinuation again Revelation, and a Sakv 
for the Author, If I had an Intention to intimate, that 
the Heathens acknowledged the Divine Inſpiration of the 
 Fewihh and Chriftian Religion, from their being To MUCH 
ACCUSTOMED fe NEW QRevelations, and HABITUATED 
ro PRETENDED MKevelatioms, and not in Conſequence of 
the Miracles wrought in Confirmation of either, I could 
not have thought of more apt Words to do it in; neither 
could I have invented a fitter Guard againſt Cenſure, than 
by ſlipping into the fame Sentence the ſuperior Pretences 
of the former, and the ſieriar Evidence of the latter: 


This, I ſhould have thought would have made my Mean-- 


ing plain, and my ſelf ſafe, But J leave the Reader to his 
own judgment of Mr. J's Intention. : 

. 2. He caſts univerſal Aſperſions upon the Priefthood under 
the Coder of the particular Occaſion of his introducing them. 
He had been enquiring into the Orfinat of the Myfterres, 
whether they aroſe from the Prieſts who officiated in their 
Kites, or whether they were founded by the State. Aſter 
ſeveral Reaſons aſſign'd for the latter Opinion, he gives the 
tclowing one againſt the former, at p. 180. Another 
& Procf of this Original may be deduc'd frem what was 
taught there; which was the Neceſſity of a virtuous and 
holy Life, to obtain a happy Immorialiiy. Now this, we 


„know, (pray, Reader, und the Gentleman) could not 
wa N ä « come 


Divine Legation of Mos ESI &c. 27. 


{come from the Sacerdotal Warehouſe.” The Terms are 
CHANGED as dextroiſly as an Higb German Doctor plays 
his Legerdemain Sleights upon you. .He was ſpeaking of the 
HEATHEN Prieſts, but he flips infenſibly into the Sacerds-. 
tal OrFice, which he, like a well-bred Man, calls a 
Ware-houſe, p. 180: And then, when he had placed the 
Function, at large, in the room of the Heathen Prieſts, (to 
whom alone Mr. Lock applied his Reflections), and made. 
them Dealers in Religious Wares, he cites the moſt bitter 
Quotation from his Reaſmablensſ of Chriftianity ; and that 
too without any Reference to the Page, that he may give us 
an Opportunity of paying due Regard to his Honefty in the 
Quotation, The firſt Day, or two, that I can ſpare, ſhall 
be employed in looking over the Book, for I cannot think 
but there muſt be ſome Miſtabe in tranſcribing it, for he 
brings in Mr. Lock talking in a very low Stile, of the 
Tricks of Religions and the Holy Tribe ; of their Go good 


Pennyworths; INS T EAD of Virtue and a clean Conſcience, 
vending Luftrations and Sacrifices which were egfily per- 
form'd. And that he might clinch this y Nail which 
has been driven by all the Infidels that have written in an 
Language, he 2 the Quotation, as he intryduc d it, wit 
this Obſervation, We may be aſſur'd, that en In/titu- 
tian which taught the Neceſſity of a ftri? and holy Life 
* rauſt be the Inuention of, . p. 181.“ This Page 
muſt needs have afforded much Merriment to many a young 
Debauchte, and more ſerious Comfort to the old confirm'd 
Infidel ; and the next Parſon that chanc'd to come acroſs 
either of them had good Luck if he eſcaped without a rude 
dneer. To compleat his good Offices to his Brethren, of 
the holy Tribe, when he had repreſented the Corruptions of 
of the Myſteries, and aflign'd ſome of the Cauſes of them, he 
% could not help bringing in the /ittle Prigſt for his Share of 


them. 45 167. 

. 4. At p. 191, He tells a Story, „It was the Cuſtom, 
wg gat the Celebration of the Eluſinian M/teries, to have 
* what was wanted in thoſe Rites carried on Aſſes. Hence , 
the Proverb, Afinus portat Myſteria : Accordingly, the 
Poet introduces Bacchus, followed by the Buffoon Aan- 
de * thius, bearing a Bundle in like manner, and riding on an 
er * Aſs. And left the Meaning of this ſhould be miſtaken, 

| * on Hercules's telling Bacchus that the Inhabitants of Eh- 
* * Gum were the Initiated, - Xanthius puts in and ſays, and [ 
* am the Aſs carrying Myſteries.” Our Saviour's riding in- 
or * Jeruſalem on an Aſs has been Matter of much wanton 
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rt to the Irfidels, and his Religion has been ridicul'd 
22 oftrines and Rites : For which Reaſon a _ 
and prudent Chriſtian would not have told this Story in ſuch 

anner, and put the laſt Words of it, ks he did the 
le Prieft, in Ttalicks. Indeed the whole Affair of the 
eries, eſpecially when explain'd by the general Tenour 
of the Book, looks too much like an ill- intended Compari- 
ſon between them and the — of Chriſtianity, In1- 
TIATION into the Myſteries he expreſsly compares to Bap- 
tiſm, and aſcribes the ſame Effects to it, p. 139. It war ths 
nd and Drift of IN1TIATION to RESTORE the Soul to 
that State FROM WHENCE it FELL as from its native Seat 
eee As Baptiſm gives a Title to the Happineſs of 
aven, upon the Condition of a good Life, fo the Heathen 
Elſcum was led with ſuch of the Initiated as had lived 
virtuouſſy. e Feaft that accompanied the Sacrament of 
the Lord's Supper, in the firſt Ages, and the Corruptions 
that crept into it (and for which it was diſcontinued) is 
introduc'd by way of Compariſon with the Corruptions of 
the Elufinian Myſteries ; and, with as little Truth, as De- 
cency, he ſuppoſes that the primitiue Chriſtians, in Im1T a- 
TION of theſe Pagan Rites, brought a Cuſtom into the Church 
of celebrating Vigils in the Niohr, p. 166. In the pre- 
ceding _— he had taken notice how much the 4, 
Silence and Secrecy A the Night had contributed to the infa- 
mous Corruptions of the Pagan Myſteries, and then ſuppoſes; 
againſt plain Hiſtory, that the _ why the Chriſtiant 
made choice of that Seaſon was, in Imitation of them. This 
is a manner of Writing very proper for Infidels, and as 
commonly uſed by them. Thus Toland, Tindal, 
Collins, and the reſt of our modern Authors of that Stamp, 
were continually throwing ebligue Reflections upon the 
Chriftian Inſtitutions, exclaiming againſt the Corruptions 
amonęſt Chriſtians; and imputing all Corruptions,' origi- 
nally, to the Prieft : Inſomuch that, if Mr. M. had not 
put his Name to his Book, I ſhould have been apt to ſuſpect 
that Mr. G—, whoſe way of writing I have had occa- 
ſion to make my ſelf acquainted with, was the Author of 
it. But let Mr. V. name me any one of our celebrated, 
ſeber, diſcreet Advocates (ſuch as & illingfleet, Tillotſon, Dit- 
ton, Rogers, fenkyns, Combeare, Leſy, and many others) 
who have any ſuſpicious Inuendos about the My/teries of our 
Religion; who talks of the little Prigſt introducing Corrnp- 
tions into them; of the Sacerdetal Warehouſe ; that 


Prieſts (Prieſts in general) can afford better * 
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dealing in the cheap and . eaſy Buſineſs of Oblations, than 


by 
by teaching People their Duty, and requiring a good Life as 
the Coldition of N in the next Life; of the "Hy 


Tribe; the Tricks of Religion, and of Aſſes carrying Myſteries, 
* E Conrado 7 Mr. W's Bonk, — the 
Difficulty there is frequently of fixing any thing upon him, 
is — Mark. This Sia conſtant 
Practice of the Free-Thinkers, and for a very plain Reaſon. 
But none of the above-mentioned Advocates eyer wrote in 
that inconſiſtent Way. They had an honeſt, Chriſtian End 
in view, and they were uniform in the purſuit of it, ex- 
reſſing themſelves always mtelligibly and conſiftently. And 
Mr. V. really intended well to Revelation, why ſhould 
not his Intention be as Evident as theirs was, all the 
ſeveral Parts of his Work at as perfect an Agreement with 
one another. An Author that has a Deſign, which it is 
not proper for him directly to own, has occaſion for counter 
Paſſages where he may ſhelter himſelf in an Engagement; 
and therefore, it is natural to ſuppoſe that Mr. V would 
not have provided ſo many of theſe Sanctuaries if he had 
not thought he might ſtand in need of them. The Gen- 
tleman, I am ſure, would take it very ill if I ſhould think 
he had ſo bad an Underſtanding as not to know how to 
write conſiſtently, or that he knew ſo little of our Lan- 
guage, as not-to be able to expreſs his — clearly. 
Why then did Mr. W. advance ſuch contrary Poſitions, as 
he has done? Take-a Caſe that I mention'd in my laſt, 
For what purpoſe was that ſhort Paſſage dropp'd in [talicks, 
The Belief of a Providence and a future State were of pop U- 
LAR Belief even BEFORE any Civil Policy was inſtituted ? 
——Juſt before he enters upon a labour'd Deſign to ſhew 
the direct contrary Poſition to be true, viz. that the Doc- 


trine was invented by the Legi/lators ? Mr, V. in his Vin- 


dication complains that in my way of underſtanding his 
Book I make the whole Volume a heap of Abſurdities and Con- 
traditions, p. 17. However I may have miſunder/tood the 
Deſign of his Book, I am very certain I do not miſunder- 
ſand the Meaning of his Vindication, for I do not pretend 
to underſtand it at all. For, whether Mr. V. really in- 
tended to defend, or to undermine Revelation, I do not 
apprehend how this will alter the State of his Contradictions. 
A Contradiction will be equally a Contradiction, and two 
different Propoſitions will equally contradict one another, 
whatever we ſuppoſe the Author's Intention in Writing to 
be ; but duch Incon;(fencies in Mr. I. whe does not ſcem 
„ $5 "4 ' i 7 P70. "ON inca- 
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incapable of Writing conf;/tently whenever he pleaſes, are 4 


* ſuſpicious Circumſtance. 


t p. 97, we have the following Paſſage, which I 


cannot any way reconcile to the Belief of my Bible. ** 4; 
„te the Attributes and Qualities agi d to their Gods : 
«© 'Theſe always correſponded with the Nature and Genius 


< of the Civil Government, If this was gentle, benign, 


« compaſſionate, and forgiving ; Goodneſs and Mercy made 
up the Eſſence of the Deity : But if ſevere, inexorable, 
- ©. captious,” or unequal, the very Gods were Tyrants ; 

„ Expiations, Atonements, Luſtrationt, and B * Sacrifices 
* compoſed the Syſtem of Religious . his holds 
« fo UNIVERSALLY throughout Antiquity, that by the Rule 
<< here delivei'd a Man might, on being told the Genius 
tc of any particular Government, rightly pronounce of the 
« Nature of their Gods.” Here again I muſt not venture 
to gueſs at Mr. Vs Meaning; but I will venture 
to ſay, the Mords, if they have any Meaning at all, ſignify 
thus much, viz. that to require any bloody Sacrifices,” by way 
of Atonements, is an Act of Cruelty and Tyranny in the Gods 
of the Heathens, and an Argument that they were of a ſe- 
were, inexurable, captious and unequal, i. e. unjuſt Nature; 
If fo, it is equally cruel and tyrannicpl in the true God to re- 
quire any ſuch thing. - The ab/olute Nature of Sacrifices and 
Atonement, of Cruelty and Tyranny, will be the ſame whe- 
ther we apply the Conſideration of them to the true God, 
or to falſe Gods, Whatever is in its Jelf, in its own Nature, 
CrvuEL, TYRANNICAL and UNnJusT, mult always be fo, 
Tt * — and Atonements being offer'd up to the Heathen 
Deities ſuppos'd them to be in their Nature crugt and unjuſt 


0s 
Tyrants ; ſevere, inexorable, captious, or unequal; the Few-. 


b Religion required blopdy Sacrifices and Atonement,) and 
the Chriſtian Diſpenſation requir'd the Sacrifice of the Son of 


God himſelf, as an Atonement for the Sins of Mankind ; and, 


confequently the Zewiſh and Chriſtian Religion ſuppoſe Gop 
ALMIGHTY tobe in his Nature, what it is ſo blaſphemous 
to expreſs, that I deſire the Reader will caſt his Eye back to 
what was aſcrib'd to the Heathen Deities. This is a ſuffi- 
cient Reply to part of his Vindication. At p. 25. ſays he, 
„ The Letter Mriter ſhould have conſidered that in this 
„ very Book I affirm more than twice, that the Dorm 
< of Redemption is the Foundation, and of the very Eflence 
<« of Chriſlianity. He ſhould have known that all or moſt 
* of thoſe Chriſtian Doctrines mentioned above, are con- 


': tained in the mu anf, h N wy 


A 
* 
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Divine Legation of Ms ES, &c, Ir 
ind Gentleman-like Vindication the Author has frequent 
Relapſes into his old familiar and free Stile. Naturam ex- 
pellas, &c. Tis true, I ought to have known a great deal 
more than I do, but I did not happen to be ignorant of that 
Point; neither is Mr. V. ignorant of another, viz. that he 
may believe the Doctrine of Redemption to be of the very E, 
ſence of Chriſtianity, and yet not believe Chriſtianity to 
true: Nay, for that very Reaſon, becauſe it contains a Doc- 
trine ſo contrary to his Notions concerning Sacrifices and 
Atonements, he muſt believe it to be falſe. BeroRE his 
Vindication it was poſſible to fuppoſe that he might not un- 
derſtand Chriſtianity in our Senſe, and ſo might believe the 
general Truth of it, tho he held Notions incon/iftent with its 
Eſſence; but now, after he has'declar'd that we are agreed as 
to what is the Eſſence of Chriſtianity, and in his Book has 
laid down a Poſition that utterly ſubverts it, he has but 
this Alternative left him; either to give up his Notions, or 
Chriſtianity. = 

The laſt Paſſage which I ſhall mention (for neither your 
Paper, nor your Reader's Patience would allow me room 
for all the exceptionable ones) is at p. 363. But the 
principal Difficulty (with regard to Tlh's real Senti- 
© ments) ariſes from the ſeveral various Characters he 
e ſuſtain'd in Life, and*in his Writings, that habituated 
him to fe;gn and diſſemble his Opinions; in which, tho” he 5 
« neither acted a weak, nor au unfair Part, yet certainly a 
ver 1 one with N to his own Opinions.“ 
In plain Engliſbd, Mr. V. juſtifies Lying ; and conſequent- 
ly, deſtroys the Ends of Speech, ſubverts Society, and 
makes it impoſſible for God to reveal his Will, either ordi- 
marily, or extraordinarily, For in the firſt Place, it de- 
ſtroys the Certainty of the Senſes, and of all Reaſoning ; 
dince, if it be neither weak, nor unfair in Man to Diſſem- 
16. le and Decerve, it is equally fair and w/e in God to do it; 
and if fo, it will be impoſſible for us to prove that God has 
reveal'd himſelf, External Evidence cannot convince us, 
to I becauſe we Cannot be ſure that God has not deceiv'd us in 
thoſe Appearances which are to atteſt the Divine Authority 
of any one's Commiſſion, Internal Evidence will avail us 
Ittle, becauſe he may deceive us in the Exerciſe of our in- 
4  tlleZual Faculties, as well as in the Uſe of our Senſes, Or, 
ace if we could be convinced that God had made a Revelation, 
oft WF it would be quite uſeleſs, becauſe we could never depend up- 
MN” on it; and then — we could never know whether God in- 
5] tends to execute his Threatnings, or perform, his — | 
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Ta and ridiculous, as well as ſhocking in his Con- 


Which be makes in my Imagination raiſes a Smile in me, 
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and then—what becomes of that Belief of a future State of 
Rewards and Puniſhments which he and his great Geniuſet 


allow to be abſolutely neceſſary to Society? And theh — 


what becomes of our favourite Demonſtration, the Work of 
ſo many Yeats, ſo often view'd and review'd, laid by, and 
2 , and turn d on all Sides? And then — what has this 
entleman been doing all this while, with his labour d Ap# 
and pompous Parade? There is ſomething ftrange. 


ct; and he muſt excuſe me if the Rowiantick Figure 


as the Forgery of the primitive Chriſtians diverted him. He 
mounts his manag' d Horſe, and prances about, ſwaggeri 
and boaſting of his great Proweſs and Feats, at the Head Ju 
of a numerous Body of ancient and modern Infidelt, whoſe 
vaſt Abilitles and Attainments he extols as highly as he tat 
does his own ; N as he marches, the prof Friends liſh 
of Religion, and disbands them as ignorant of the Military as t] 
Art; deſires us, by all Means, not to follow any other and, 
Leader but him, nor truſt to any Fortifications, how ſaſel i 
ſoever they have hitherto guarded us from all Attacks, but he h; 
to a bran netu one, of his own contriving, worth a thou- thing 
ſand of them, as any one may ſee by the Model which he might 
has given of it. But, foraſmuch as new Projects are often hat - 
dangerous, and great Pretenders ſometimes promiſe more 
than they have Ability, or an Intention to perform ; and 
becauſe of the uncivil 'Things which he has permitted his 
Chiefs to ſay of us, and the many Hoſtilities he has ſuffered 
them to commit, he aſſures us that he will make us Amends 
at laſt for ſome unavoidable Damages, by a total Defeat 
of Infidelity. And that we may be the more inclin'd to 
con ſide in him, notwithſtanding ſome unpromiſing Appea- 
rances, he tells us honetly, that we are not to credit what 
he, or any of his Great Men fay, becauſe it is neither weak. 
nor unfair to diſſemble our Opinions and Deſigns ; and, 
moreover, in effect owns, that he has undertaken to do 
what is utterly impoſſible to be done. If Mr. V. thinks 
me too ludicrous, let him remember the Story he thought 
fit to tell, on the ng ſerious Occaſion, of his two Lau- 
Solicitors, One Letter more in Anſwer to his Yindication, 


{hall conclude your Trouble, from, 
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un dicate 


p SIR, Tours, &c. viſe hay 
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LT HAVE already afticipated, in a great.medfure, tha 
Deſign of chi Letter, havin * occaſion in the 


Divine Legation of Mos E s; Ge. 35 © © 


Courſe of my former Papers to take Natice of ſeveral Paſſa- 


s in the Vindication; particularly one, concerning the Re- 
7 55 upon Which he Gomes to lay very great Streſs, 


wit — Rake Reaſon for it. Indeed, from one End to 


the other, it is ſuch a Defence as one might have 
from an artful Enemy, who thought this the moſt 


Method of expoſing him. Surely. Mr. V. tho he gives him- . 


ſelf a very good Character, has not a ſincere Friend in whoſe 


Judgment and Fidelity he could confide ; for if he had ſub- 
mitted to ſuch a one's Peruſal either the Book, or the Vindi- 


cation of it, he muſt have been better adviſed than to pub- 
liſh any thing ſo wicked as the former, or any thing ſo weak 
as the latter. He ſays, he has made his Defence once for all; 
and, if he has really no better to make, he did very wiſel 

in determining not to give the Publick a ſecond Trouble; — 


2 have readil 5475 7 7 a ſays to bu tru 
that be can as eaſily deſpiſe my Aſperſions, as he can forgive 
them ; and they = 1 imagined that . 
deal to ſay for himſelf, tho' he might not think an Anony- 
mos Letter Writer worth his Notice; but when they ſee a 
Perſon, ſo diſpos d in his Nature to a contemptuous neglect of 
Hherſions, condeſcending to give a particular Anſwer to 


Abilities vindieating himſelf in ſuch a - confuſed and trifling 
Manner, they cannot help ſaſpecting that his Condeſcenſion 
was the effect of a ee, of Guilt, and the Weakneſs 
of his Arguments a ſign o 
thought it 12 DuTy to vindicate himſelf, and whether the 
TempER in which it was written be, as he hopes, a proof 
if that Motive, I ſhall paſs over as a Matter of no concern 
to the Publick ; but whether he has vindicated himſelf to 
the Satisfaction of any reaſonable, unprejudiced Perſon, as 
to the main Points, I ſhall enquire in a very few Wogds, 
becauſe a very few indeedawill determine it. | 


IT. Having informed us why he thought it his to 


vin dicate himſelf, he proceeds to tell us, (what would other- 
viſe have hecn as great a * his Medium) that it was 


he had been {till wiſer, in my Opinion, if he had ſaid no- 
thing at all, If he had been wholly 2 the publick 


ſo dull and obſcure a Paper, and a Writer of ſuch uncammon 


a bad Cauſe. Whether he - 


* 


* 
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out of that he publich'd the firſt Part of his Work | 


ſeparately, ſo obſcure a Writer not preſuming to obtrude a 4 

' voluminous Work upon the Publick l he had ſome Afſu- ſi 
rance of its Willingneſs to receive it. In the firſt Words of tl 

his Vindication he obſerves, that he had before offer d his fc 

Thoughts upon a very important Subject (the — and 7 

avourably receiv d. Methinks, therefore, fo lively a 


been | 
and ſo uine a Writer, after ſd much Encouragement from 
the Publick, would naturally have had leſs Fear and Anxiety fo 
about the Succefs of any future Performances ; neither need ha 
any one, tho? as humble as Mr. V. think himſelf an obſcure ve: 

riter, after having appear'd with ſo much Applauſe on a an 


very difficult Occaſion, I ſhould have thought it a Reaſon apf 


more becoming his Character, if his Concern had been ra- orc 
ther for the Prudence, and ms of his Scheme to P. 
7 


Religion, than for the Willingneſs of the Publick to receive it; tha 
unleſs he be more ſolicitous about his own Reputation and In- to 


tereft, than the Succeſs of his Cauſe, The Difference due not 
to the Cauſe of God ought to take Place of any Regards re- n 
ſpecting the Publick, or Himſelf, A Man, engaged in a duc. 
Cauſe of ſuch v Importance, could not be too much con- be d 


- cern'd about the good Effects of his Undertaking, nor too inte 


cafeful in taking the Advice of learned and wiſe Men about muc 
the Execution of it; eſpecially, as he was ſenſible that his ſoun 
Scheme was new, and look'd upon as a mere Paradox. For I 
this Reaſon the ſame Difference, whether to the Publict, or the; 
to Religion, which hinder'd him from haſtily obtruding Two ducti 
Volumes upon us at once, ought to have reſtrain'd him whet 
from publiſhing the ft, till he had been well aſſured, by then 
able and ſincere Friends to Religion, that it was likely to be that 
well received, and to do Good And after ſuch reaſonable had 
Satisfaction he needed not to have been ſo very ſcrupulouſly tho? 
modeſt about publiſhing them tegether. Beſides, the Pub- and a 
lick would have been more likely to receive both together very 
than the fr/t ſeparately, If the — — be ſtrong and on th 
clear, we might have been the better *reconcil'd to his Pre- 
miſes for the ſake of his Concliſion; but ſuch unpromiſing 
a Medium, he might well ſuppoſe, would awaken our 
Fears, and ſo very bad an [rirodudfieon incline us to expect 
as bad a Book to follow it. 
III. But this Confeſſion of his is a full Anſwer to his 
Complaints of ill Treatment; and neither he, nor his 
Friends ought to have been angry with me for anſwering 
his own Jutentim. He ſent it out, it ſeems, by way of 


Trial, and to ſe how the Publick would be. likely to re- 


ceive 


— — 
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ceive the ns — by the Reception af - his Zatro- 
duction to it. In the Name of Common Senſe, then, why 
ſuch a Clamour againſt me for doing what he expeded from 


the Publick? And why ſuch a Charge of U tableneſs 
for ſpeaking my real Sentiments * He wanted to know what 


People would think of this Volume, and from #henes to ſorm 


a Judgment of the probable Reception of the Secand; and 
yet be and his Friends were very angry with the Publick 
for giving their Opinion of part of the Work before we 
had ſeen the whole. We have feen the Sample, and diſlike it 
very greatly, We think it a Book of wicked T; 
and the Scheme a very dangerous and deftruttive one. We 
apprehend, from his Medium, that he grues up Religion, in 
order to defend Revelation. He may be aſſur'd, that the 
Publick is nat willing to receiue it; and therefore, out of 
that Deference which he ſo often profeſſes for it, he ought 
to call in the firſt Part, and burn the Second, And yet, 
notwithſtanding he profeſſes ſo great a Regard for the Opini- 
on of Mankind, and knows how offenſive both his Intro- 
duttion and his Scheme are to them, he declares, he twill nat 
be drawn off from the purſuit of the latter, and J hear, he 
intends to republiſh the former, which has already given fa 
much Scandal and Uneaſin?(s to good Chriſtians of the 
ſoundeſt Judgment, and greateſt Candour. Hy 
IV. New let us hear what he has ſaid for himſelf, as to 
the main Thing, It is too juſtly queſtion'd, from his Intro- 
duftion, whether he be a Friend to Religion, or an Enemy ; 
whether he means to defend Moſes, or to betray him, What 
then was the proper Buiineſs of his Vindication, but to ſhew 
that he had not given ut Grounds 1 ealouſy, or that he 
had given ſufficient Evidence of his Faith. As to the Firſt, 
tho' he had blam'd me for giving my Opinion of a Book 
and a Scheme, which he proßelles to have publiſhed with that 
very View, that he might know People's Sentiments up- 
on them, he himſelf is actually guilty of the very Crime 
of which he falſely accuſes me, and writes a whole Pam- 
phlet againſt me, before ever he had heard what I had to 
ay. I only meant, in the firſt Letter, to = the Alarm, 
that inattentive Readers might not unwarily entertain too 


favourable an Opinion of the Book, and its Author; and 
it has ſince appear'd what Occaſion there was for ſuch a 
timely Caution. Accordingly, I declared my Opinion, and 
an Intention very ſoon to fupport it, If, then Mr. . 
meant his Vindication for an Anſwer to my Objections a- 
gainſt him, he ſhould. at leaſt have ftaid till I had perform'd 


© Wa my 


% 


| thor of the Pentateuch, are good and valid. But. I ſuppoſe 


| prehend it to be, as he has there explain 
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my Promiſe, and given them. If he reprints the Vindieas 


tion, I would not have him. call it a Reply to the Letter 


Writer in the Miſcellany, but ſome —_—_— taken out of. 


the firſt Part of the Divine Legation of Moſes, and the Letter: 


Mriter to Dr. Watetland, ing that Mr. W. and bit 
Friend : are ſinctre Chriſtians, In this Light only it 
ought to be conſider d, and in this Light let us now exa- 


mine it. In reſpect to his own Faith he refers, p. 19. to 
two Paſſages of his Book; in one of which he ſhews, that 
the Solutions Which the Commentators give to the Objecti. 
ons of Spinoza and others, againſt Moſes his being the Au- 


it will not be thought that the Divine Legation of, Moſes fol: 
lows from his being the Mriter of the Pentateuch ; neither; 
indeed, does it follow that Moſes was the Author; only from 
the Weakneſs of Spimza's Objections. The other Paſſage 
referr'd to, relates to the Morality of the Scriptures ; where 
he aſſerts, that the New-Te/ftament does not contain any regu- 
lar or __ 1 nn or " Pipe of Moral _ This Pa: 
e is at p. 83. of hi k, and a very /uſpitfous one I ap- 
— c 2 994 11 himſelf; Bat 
granting this Pofition of his to be no Proof of his /nfidelity, 
it can be no Argument of his Belief of the Scriptures ; and; 
conſequently, it cannot vindicate him from the Su icion of 
VLiſidelity, occaſion'd by his 'Beok. If he will publiſh an 
thing that may deſerve the Name, and have the proper Et: 
fect of a Vindication, he muſt rationally account for the ma- 
ny obnoxious things which I have taken notice of; and 
ſhew how it is conſiſtent with Common Senſe to __ 
that any Intelligent Writer, who could advance ſuch Infidel 
Notions as I have produced, and write after ſuch an Infidel 
Manner, can believe the Scriptures. ,- He is often telling us 
what there will be in the Second Volume. But what is all 
that to his Purpoſe ? We know already what is in the Fin, 
and we know that if what he ſays there be true, the 
Bible muſt be falſe. After what Manner he will write in 
ISFature Performance we cannot tell, neither can we hel 
thinking that the preſent is written as lite an Infidel as poſ- 
ſible ; and, therefore, before he has reaſon to complain of 
hard Uſage, let him ſhew that his Notions and his Manner 
of writing in the. Introduction, and his Scheme, are Fair 
conſiſtent with any RaTIonAL DERSsTIoN of proving t! 
Truth 2 any RATIONAL BELIEF of it. 
V. Mr. NV. has offered an Argument (for if he does not 
mean it for an Argument, what Buſineſs has it in his Gary 
%%% pes oo „„ oe 92 cation 
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in bis Study, and in the | of f 
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nim ?) which J ſhall mention only becauſe I find it has 


Wet welpht with'many People, and is often urg'd'by them 
Eil Favour, He fon , he has Tived inoffenſively, ſpent his 


Time in bis PARISH 5, in the Ader of bis Na 1 hbours, 

— His Friends 
is a mi 

2 


ſum up his Character in 


6515155 It may be ſo, and I àm v 
t let bim be ever fo yood a/ fort of @ i This is but 


a ba ſort of an Argument in Prodf of hi Faith, becauſe it 
proves nothing at all, 'unleſs it be, that he has Hothing 
> woofer) for when a Man catches at a Iwig, it is a 


bn he is in great danger of ſinking. I ſhall put it into 
a-oy 


ogiftical Form, that he Inconcluſivenels of it may be 


the more apparent. 

" Whoſoever is 2 good fort of a Man, wow boar ry 
Chriſtian. 

' Mr. is a ſort of a Man. 

Erge, Mr. W. is a ſincere Chriftian. 

1 ſhall make bold to deny the Major, or Fir Propoſi. is 
tion, and then the Argumntation muſt be ed, ſince it 
is impoſſible to find out a Medium by which it may be prov- 
ed, there being ſo many other Cauſes,” beſides 4 ſenſe of 
Duty ariſing _ a Divine Command in Scripture, into 
which this good ſort of Behaviour may be reſoly d. II Mr. 
W. had rd greatly in his temporal Intereſt, or denied 
himſelf any N or Pleaſures, for the bntereff of 
Chriſtianity, this would'be ſome Proof of ie: es but 
that he has pleaded in his own Behalf may be ſuj ppoſed 
of a Man that does not believe one title of a Lage and 
has been practiced by known In _ Mr. "Collins was, in 
that reſpect, a good ſort of a „ and neigbbouriy, liv'd 
ſeberly and inffnfry and went 2 to Church ; 
and yet Mr. N would not offer theſe Things as a Proof of 
his Belief in Jesus CHRIST; 

But it is farther pleaded by his Friends, that he has in 
ſome Places ſpoken” as ftrongly in favour of Religion, as 
be has in others again/t it. 2 it to! It is natural enough 
to ſuppoſe that 'a Clergyman, if he really intended to write 

inſt Reli gion, —_ take Care to guard againſt publick 
Cre wei ome Sakys's, but it is not fo natural to imagine 
that a ſincere Friend, in his Senſes, ſhould ever perſonate a 
Enemy ſo much to the Life as Mr. . has done. In . 
we „ in this Caſe, no reaſonable way of ju Ju deing but by 

uch plain Paſſages, and ſuch a tendency in his Writings, as 
we nge with the Belief of \ and 1 an 
ten- 
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Intention to ſerve it. I wiſh, tho' I do not ſee how it aun 
poſſibly be done, that Mr. VJ. may be able to clear his Cha- 
racter; but I am the more inclin'd to deſpair of it, by rea- 
ſon of his deliberate Fuſtification of Lying, and his palpable 
Prevarication in the Affair of the Engifh Clergy. Paſ. 
age about Tully is ſo notorious, eſpecially as manag'd in thy 
/INDICATION, that I muſt here reſume the Conſideration 
of it, and = treat it in a manner ſomething diffe- 
rent from what I did in my laſt; and I believe upon the 
whole it will appear, that it can ſcarce be parallel'd in the 
Writings of any Author but that of his dear Friend and 
good Ally —, whom he imitated towards the End 
of his Book, as he had already praiſed him in his Introduc 
tion, Mr. V tells us, the Character of Tully was impene- 
trable. He means to all bat ſuch Geniuſet as himſelf, who 
were in the Secret with him, and . perfectly underſtood his 
Eſoteric Doctrine. But whence aroſe this Impenetrability ? 
hy, from his acting always under a perſonated Character. 
To the Philoſophers he talk'd as a Philoſopher ; to the Sena- 
tors as a Senator; to the Super/iitious as a Man far gone in 
Superſtition; and with his intimate Friends he laugh'd at 
them all in their Turns. Now, what does Mr. #. ſay of 
the monſtrous Character, which he has fix'd upon this i/lu/- 
trious Roman. He tells us he ated neither a WEAK nor an 
UNFAIR Part, A Poſition which the moſt abandon'd 1 
ſuit would not have utter'd without the Diſtinctions and Li- 
mitations peculiar to his Order. A Poſition ſubverſive of 
all Sacred and Civil Correſpondence; which quite takes away 
all Confidence among Men, and blots out of the Religion of 
Nature this momentous Article, viz. that the Divine Ve- 
racity is a moral Perfection imitable, and to be imitated, by Bu 
Men. A Poſition which ſeems attended with this fatal Ev, 
- Conſequence, that it will not eaſily admit of any ſatisfac- tres 
tory Retractation, for whoever maintains it renders himſelf wa) 
incapable for the future of giving Fide dignum Teſtimonium, clea 
and may be deem'd Homo non Legalis in the Law. What- 
ever he ſays to cover, conceal, and deceive, even while he afra 
is declaring againſt ſuch Practices, may all with him be thod 
neither a WEAK nor an UNFAIR Part. This would follow kno! 
from the very Nature of his Aﬀertion, had Mr. V. never 700d 
publiſh'd what he calls a Vindication of himſelf. But when and- 
we come to look into that Vindication, we find his Beha- by N 
viour like his Doctrine, all over ſbuffiing and colluſive. He WW —— 
firſt tells us, that he declar'd his Diſagreement with his WW creat 
Friend — upon this Head, Look into the 1 will! 

| re 


nNũR—— —— — ——ĩ — — ————— ᷓꝗ —̃ — — 


3885 . ta 


S SSS II SESTY RAS 7 Sr 


what? Not unlawful, but « 


% 


7 

Divine Legation of Mos Es, SS-. 39 
there is nothing of it to be found. y this is true, but 
then, if it-be not-in the Book, it may be in the Concents. 
No, not even there. All we meet with is, that 
Scheme of Lying, even in Religiin, for publick Utility, is, — 

25 but what had 30 Place, 
and for which there was no Occaſion under the Jeißb and 
Chriſtian Oeconomies. But had Moſes had as much Occa- 
ſion for Lying as Tully, the Vindicator has given no Reaſon, 
why he might not have enjoy d the Benefit of the ſame In- 
dulgence. *Tis the mote wonderful that Mr. M ſhould be 
ſo open and unreſery'd upon this Particular, when he had 


the Fate of —— before his Eyes, It was at firſt deba- 


ted for ſome time, whether the Doctor were an Infidel or 
not, His maintaining this very Opinion, when it was 
throughly known and fully canvaſſed, contributed greatly 
to ſettle that Diſpute, Mr. V. has lived to ſee the 
Doctor's Infidelity no longer doubted of, but, (as a Thing 
taken for granted) made a Medium, from whence to infer 
the Infidelity of others. His moſt ſatisfactory Vindication 
would be a ſtrong and clear Proof of Revelation, which all 
the learned Men that I know think it abſolutely impoſſible 
to bring from his Medium. But ſince that cannot be expec- 
ted, the next beſt thing that he can do will be to take pub- 
lick Shame to himſelf for having ſo much offended the 
Chri/tian Church, and to make what Satisfaction he can by 
his future Conduct, God knows my Heart, I do not want 
to prove Mr. V. an Unbeliever. It would be a very great 
Pleaſure to be able, upon good Grounds, to think him a 
Chriſtian ; and if I could 2 any room to hope for Succeſs 
in his prejected Defence, I ſhould moſt heartily wiſh it him, 
But Chriſtian Charity does not oblige us to believe without 
Evidence, and common Prudence requires us to guard againſt 
treacherous Friends, He is juſtly ſuſpeted ; and it is every 
way right to treat him as a ſuſpictous Perſon, *till he can 
clear his Character and Deſigns. I am not of his Opinion 
that ſuch Perſons are to be courted and allur d as if we were 
afraid of them, If they be real Friendt, they'll find out Me. 
thods of ſhewing it. If they be Enemies, the ſooner we 
know it the better. Our Cauſe, God be thanked, is fo 
good, it will ſtand, as it has done, againſt all Oppoſition ; 

and if it were ſo weak as to be in danger of being overturned 

by Mr. V. or „our Religion is not worth keeping; 

—— formerly threatned us in the like Manner. If ſo 

great a Genius be provoked, the Attack upon our Faith 

will be mores formidably renew'd. 
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for Morlaly 


them, nor ever can. 
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32 1 Erunt etiam altera Bella, 
Atque iterum a Trojam magnus mittetur Achillet! 
Another Collins ſbould again miſquote, 
. Anather Toland ſhould again Blaſpbeme. 
If he pleaſes he may proceed, —— *' 
Verbis Meffiam illude Superbis. 
. Go mock Meſhah with thy N Threats. 
t I will venture to foretell his Fate 
— Fragili querens illidere Dentem 
. Offendet Solides. 


But what is this Goliah, who thus defies the Armies of the 
Living God ? Is his Pen as much above the common Size, 
as was the ancient Giant's Staff? Or, does he expect that 
Chriſtianity, like the Falls of Ferico, ſhould tumble at the 
found of ſome Mufical Inffrument ? He will not find it fo 
yr 6 to deſtroy the Authority of the Sacred Writings, ' as he 
did to expoſe a Project about a new Edition of them. Then, 


* 


indeed, he conguer d, for then he fought, as Swift ſaid 


Lord Orrery, clad in all the Armour of the Gops. But we 
ſhall be obliged to him for throwing off the Maſk, and wri- 
ting in Character. An Enemy in Diſguiſe may do more 
Miſchief than an oper one ;. and, therefore, as it is conſiſtent 
with Chriſtian Charity to ſuſpect where there are reaſonable 
Grounds for a Suſpicion, it will always be agreeable to 
Chriſtian Policy to oblige a ſuſpected Perſon to clear him- 
ſelf, or to treat him as a Criminal. Mr. V. would think 
this Method right in any Civil or Political Caſe ; and Re- 
ligion being of more Importance than any thing elſe, there 
is the more Reaſon for Caution. The Maxims that now 
prevail are as inconſiſtent with Wiſdom and their Rules of 
Conduct in every other Caſe, as with the Directions of Scrip- 
ture and the Practice of the of Chriſtians ; and, what- 
ever Men 4 4 pretend, their 
ntereſt, or want of Chriſtian Zeal. 
Sum of his Defence for his Friend conſiſts of theſe two 
in 3 * 3 
1. He ſays, It is nece to believe of the Scriptures 
IN 8 that enz divinely ng, and that he 
only denies, that they are of ABSOLUTE and UNIVERSAL 
Tnfliration ; in which Opinion he ſays, Tillatſen and Grotius 


agree with him. 
2. That the Arguments he hath uſed for the Truth of 
Chriſtianity againſt Tindal have never yet been anſwer'd by 


His 


. N 


enderneſ(s is but a ſoſter Term 
The 


Divine Legation of Mos. ts, &c. a 
His Saying that the Scriptures are in General inſpired, but 
that they are not of Univerſal Inſpiration, is only ſceming 
to grant ſomething, while he really grants nothing at all 
as — been ſhewn in a former Miſcellam, to which I have 
already referred him for a full Anſwer to this Point. And 
as to Tillotſon and Grotius, they are both falſely charged, 
They admitted Inſpiration of Dire&ton, or Superintendency, 
in every Part, tho' not of Suggeſtian, and neither of them 


allowed, what the Dr. does, that the Scripture contains 


any thing that is falſe, which deſtroys the Authority of the 
Whole, But, it ſeems, he has unanſwerably proved the 


| Truth of Chriſtianity againſt Tindal. How? Why, he has 


ſhewn that Dr. Tindal brought two very weak Objections 
againſt Chriſtianity. To which I reply that Mr. V. has 
obſerved in his Book, that ſome Advocates for Chriſtianity 
have brought weak Arguments to prove the Truth of it; 
but he will not take it well if I ſhould thence infer that he 
diſlikes the Cauſe, as much as he does the Pleadings ; and 
yet, vice verſa, the Caſe is quite the ſame: For, as Chri- 
ſtianity may be falſe, tho' Tindal's Objections do not prove 
it to be falſe, ſo it may be true, tho' ſome of its Advocates 
may have brought inconcluſive Arguments for the Proof of it. 
Mr, NV. is ſo full of Compliments upon the Dr's Sincerity, - 
he juſtly brings his own in queſtivn, with every one who 
has read the other's artful and ambiguous Manner of W ri- 
ting. But in his Encomiums upon his Friend's refin'd 
Morality, he has not done Juſtice to one Virtue, of which 
he has, in his Book, expreſſed the higheſt Opinion: I 
mean, his Gratitude ;- a flagrant Inſtance of which I will 
tell him. He publiſhed an Eigbteen-penny Pamphlet, 
wherein were ſeveral Things that gave Offence, particu- 
larly an Attempt to ſhew that Mr, Le/ey's Four Marks, in 
his Short Method with the Deiſis, would not hold. I had 
then only look'd into his Piece, but not read it; but being 
well acquainted with him, and having a good Opinion of 
him, and a real Reſpect and Kindneſs 1 him, I went with a 
lincere, friendly Concern to acquaint him with what I heard; 
and, by way of Requital for that Inſtance of my Regard, 
he took an Opportunity, under his Hand, to reproach me 
for my. Impertinence, and to ridicule the Concern I ſhew'd 
for him. What * ſaid of me in * Letter, was after- 
wards publiſhed, He thought himſelf very arch upon my 
—— but I had the good Luck — turn the Laugh 
of the Publick upon his. N — 
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Mr. VV. like his generous, genteel Friend, puts me in 
mind of my Circumſtances, and with Charity equal to his 
Genereſity and 1 ſuggeſts, that I wrote from 
Shleen, for Want of better Preferment, and in hopes of re- 
rommending my ſelf to publick Favour by my Letter upon 
him; then, concludes with a Collect, praying, that it may 
anſwer my Expectations. I find, I muſt be contented 
(and ſo I thank God, I am) to bear the Diſgrace of being 
thought to write for Hire, while I am, with the ſame 
Men, a ſtanding Jeſt for having receiv'd no Mages. But ! 
thought Mr. V. had been more of a Man, than to deſcend 
to ſuch mean Behaviour. And now, I have finiſhed a 
Courſe of Letters, that, perhaps, may have been as tedious 
to the Reader, as the Writing of them has been diſagree- 
able to my ſelf. And whatever Mr. V. may think, no- 
thing could have induc'd me to undertake ſuch an Employ- 
ment but a.full Conviction of the very great Importance of 
the Subject. If he ſhould think this an Occaſion extra- 


ordinary enough to make it his Duty to re-vindicate himſelf, ' 


I only defire him to anſwer to the main Points, and not to 
take notice of any lattle Slips, or Inaccuracies, that may 
have eſcaped me. Not, that I have «willingly miſrepreſent- 
ed him in the moſt minute Circumſtance, but ſuch a Vari- 
ety of Thoughts as continually employ and embarraſs m 

Mind, may poſſibly have occaſioned ſome little Miſtakes, 
3 otwithſtanding all the Care that I have taken to prevent 


ny. | 
y Fes F am, Yours, &c. 


LETTER 


HEN Mr. Vs Second Vindication came out, by 
way of Poſtſcript to a Viſitation Sermon, I was up- 

on a Journey, and ſtaycd ſo little Time in a Place, I 
had no leiſure to examine it. I have now got a vacant 
Morning, and take the Opportunity to ſend you a few 
Remarks upon it: Mr. V. had ſuffer'd ſo much in the 
Opinion of the World for. making fo ſlight a Defence 
as his Firſt was, I did imagine he would have been ſilent 
for the future, or have ſpoken more fully and — 
rily 
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Divine Legationi of MOSES, Sc. 43 
rily to the ſeveral Objections which were publickly and 
privately made to him. But he ſeems, by his Conduct, 
determin'd to let all Mankind fee that he has nothing to ſay 
for himſelf, and yet that he has a very ſtrong Inclination to 
ſay ſomething, That a Perſon under ſuch unhappy Circum- 
ſtances ſhould act inconſiſtently is naturally to be expected, 
and accordingly Mr. V. aſſigns a Reaſon for not anſweri 
all the enormous heap of Calumnies and. Nonſenſe in the Miſ- 
cellany, which is hardly to be reconciled with his Conduct in 
taking any Notice of them at all. He ſays, If any candid 
Man of Reputation and Character apprehends any thing 
to be amiſs in my Book, and will publiſh his Objections, 
e in the Love of Truth and Spirit of Charity, and ſet his 
« Name to his Writings, he ſhall not wait long for an An- 
„ ſwer; but as to thoſe nameleſs Libellers, I muſt beg to be 


\ * excuſed, how deſirous ſoever they appear, in their laſt 


Letter, of an Anſwer from me.” Mr. V. is very much 
miſtaken, if he imagines that I am deſirous of a Contro- 
verſy with him, I thought it my Duty to give my Opi- 
nion of his Deſign, and of his —— thoſe who 
have read my Letters muſt judge of my Reaſons; if Mr. I, 
had thought it worth while to ſatisfy my Objections, I 
would have done him the Juſtice publickly to have acknow- 
ledg'd my Conviction; but ſince he has nothing more ma- 
terial to offer, or does not care to offer it, I cannot yet 
have the Pleaſure to alter my firſt Sentiments. As I car- 
ried no Prejudices with me, when I read his Book, beſides 
. Prepoſſeſſions in his Favour from the Character 
which a worthy Friend of his and mine had given of him, 
ſo I have no other Biaſs upon me at preſent, than a ſincere 
Inclination to ſee the Scandal removed, the miſchievous Ef- 
fects of his Book prevented, and my Regard for him re- 
ſtor'd. But *till I ſee another kind of a Vindication than 
thoſe which he has publiſh'd, I muſt be contented to enter- 
tain a very bad Opinion of his Book, and a very great diſ- 
truſt of his Intentions; and his telling me, that I have a 
ſurprixing Aſſurance, and am moſt i that I am a 
Calumniator and a Libeller; that I talk nothing but Non- 
ſenſe, and uſe Bear-Garden Language; that I know no- 
thing of the true Spirit of Religion; with ſuch-like meek 
and gentee] Compliments ; they ſignify nothing towards 
mortifying me, and, I preſume, they will ſignify as little 
towards the Conviction of the Publick. He commended 
himſelf in his firſt Vindication for the Spirit, meaning the 

G 2 emper 


4 REMARKS the. | 
Temper and Civility, with which it was written; and if he 
receives any Commendations for his Manner of Writing in 
his Poſfſcript, he muſt go on in his old way, and 


them upon hemſelf; tho' he will do it with the worſe Grace, 


af er a Sermon _ Charity, which, as he obſerves; vaunt- 
eth not it ſelf. to come to his Reaſons for not anfwer- 
ing my Calumnies and Nonſenſe, viz. becauſe I did not ſet 
my Name to them. I ſhall not concern my ſelf to enquire 
whether this be a good Plea for Silence in his Caſe, but only 
obſerye, that if it be, it was as good a one for neglecting 
all the enormous heap, &c. as any part of it; and that hig 
ſelecting only two Particulars, as if he thought ſome- 
thing more plauſible might be ſaid of them than of the ref. 
Indeed, at the beginning of the Poſtſcript, he has given a 
ite different Reaſon, for this Conduct, from what he has 
uggeſted at the Concluſion 3 and a Reaſon as contrary to 
what he knows to be the Truth, as it is inconſiſtent with 
the other. He ſays, as far be can learn, the two Things 
which he has taken notice of, are the onfy ones upon 
which ſome People pretend to be ſerious. If Mr. V. has an 
pertinent Meaning, he muſt mean, that thoſe who pretend- 
ed to take Offence at his Book, were not really and 1. 
offended at any Parts of it, beſides thoſe relating to the De. 
fenders of Chriſtianity, and the Character of Cicero ; but I 
am very certain that he has been aſſur'd of the contrary by 
Perſons of the moſt unqueſtionable Veracity; and it looks 
like Infatuation in him, to give ſuch a flagrant Inſtance 
of Inſincerity, while he was vindicating himſelf from the 
Charge of having acted an inſincere Part in reſpect to the firſt 
of his two Particulars, and juſtified Inſincerity in the latter, 
However, without troubling my ſelf any farther about the 
xeal Motives of his Conduct in anſwering only to thoſe two 
Particulars when there were ſo many more which had given 
great Offence to the Publick ; I ſhall cite the two Paths 
and leave all Perſons of Common Senſe to judge of their 
Meaning. The Firſt relates to the Defenders . Chriftia- 
nity, and is as follows, For who in this long Controver- 
* ſy between us and the Deiſts hath not applied to certain 
«© Advocates of Revelation what was formerly ſaid of Ar- 
„ mobius and Lattantius, that they undertook the Defence of 
* Chri/lianity before they underſtood it. A Misfortune 
< which the more careful Study of the internal Evidence 
C would probably have prevented. Notwithſtanding theſe ſu- 
7 perior Advantages, it hath fo happened, that = — 
N | LE « Evidence 
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Divine Ligation of Mos ns, Ge. 45 
& Evidence hath been hitherto uſed as an HrtroduZ?for only to 
« the external; and while by this latter Men have act 
& proved their ReKgion Divine, they have gone no farth 


« with the former to ſhow it worthy indeed of fuch an 


« Original. But from the State in which the int Evi. 
*« dence, at preſent, lies, a late Writer Dr. Conybzart, re- 
* ferr'd to in the Margin] hath drawn a quite contrary 
4 Concluſion.” Throughout this whole P Mr, 
is comparing the external and internal Evi of 
Chriftianity, and endeavouring to prove the Force of the 
htter ſuperior to that of the r: But complains, that, 
ere Rar ſuperior Advantages, the mtzr nal 
Evidence has ſo much undervalued as to be reckon'd 
by Dr. Conybeare, ns Evidence at all, but only an Intro. 
m to the external. About the middle of the Pa 
he charges certain late Advocates for 14 ith an 
Ignorance of their Cauſe. Every Word Before, and every 
ord after relates to his Parallel between internal and ex- 
ternal Evidence, What an ungenerous Evaſion, then, is 
it in him to ſay, that his Charge of Ignorance does not re- 
late to thoſewho have uſed the external to the Neglect of the 
internal Evidence, and particularly to Dr. Conybeare whom 
he mentions, but to ſomething quite different; to the S 
cinians, of whom he had not mention'd one Syllable! If the 
Charge reſpects ſome Defect in Judgment touching the com- 
paratrve Value of the two Evidences, it muſt fall heavy upon 
all who have gone upon the external Proof without infifting 
upon the other as a direct Proof of the Truth of Chri/tianity. 
And who are thoſe?—Why all the Engli/h Clergy who have 
ſtood againſt the late Attacks of Infidels; particularly, Dr. 
Conybeare, whom, while he complains of this Conduct, he 
mentions as a remarkable Inſtance of it. The Remark upon 
this excellent Writer is brought to inforce his Complaint 
concerning the Negle#t of the internal Evidence. And were 
his Poſition true, that this is the mo/? cogent Argument for 
Chriſtianity, it would be an Aggravation of our Crime in 
omitting it, that we omitted it, not only as — leſs _ 
tisfafory than external, but no direct Proof, of itſelf. And 
yet Mr. V. would perſuade the unwary Readers of his Se- 
cond Defence that Dr. Conybeare is mention'd on an Ac- 
count quite different from the Matter of his Charge. After 
ſo many ſurprizing Things in this Gentleman's Performan- 
ces I little expected that ever he could ſurprize me again. 
But this is wonderful even in Mr. V. Is not the whole 1 
ragrapn 
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ragraph cloſely connected? Is not Dr. Conybeare's A ſſertion 
here cited as a ſtrong Amplification of the Charge? If ſuch 
unnatural and forc'd Interpretations bo admitted, there ig 
at once an End of Speech and Writings, it bein utterly 
impoſſible to aſcertain any one's Meaning. At this Rate 
J will undertake to reconcile the greateſt Contradictions; 
to make, after the Example of the Biſhop of Meaux, the 
Proteflant and the & x Faith the ſame, - But, it ſeems, 
the Paſſage and the Reference are in two different Para- 

255 and in two different Pages, If Mr. V. had all his 
Li -time been a Practitioner in the Law, and inſtructed 
in all the little Quirks of it, he cou'd not have uſed a poorer 
Cavil. . Two Sentences may be, as they plainly are here, 
Part of the ſame Paſſage ; and one of them may be at the 
Bottom of one Page, and the other at the Top of the fol- 
lowing one, without deſtroying the Connection. It would 
be an Affront to the Reader's Underſtanding to detain him 
any longer in ſo plain a Caſe. I ſhall now come to the 
Paſſage relating to Cicero, _ which I obſerv'd, that 
Mr. I. juſtifies Hing. The Paſſage is too long to be in- 
ſerted, but I will give a fair Repreſentation of it. 

We will firſt examine Tu/ly's Conduct, as repreſented by 
Mr. V. by the common Definition of a Lye. The Eſſence 
of a Lye, that wherein its Inmorality conliſts, is, the uttering 
what we believe to b FALSE with an Intention to deceive. 
If therefore Mr. V. repreſents Tully as uttering what he 
believed to be falſe with an Intention to deceive, he was 
guilty of Lying. If two Aſſertions contradict one another, 
one of them muſt be falſe ; and whoever defends both Sides 
of a Contradictian muſt utter, what he believes to be falſe. 
Such was the Practice of Tully, according to Mr. V. At 
one Time, the ancient Romans are extolled as the wiſeſt of 
Men in the Eſtabliſhment of Religion; at another Time, 
their Folly is cenſured in the ſame Article. Before the Se- 
nate, the Catilinarian Conſpiracy was a deep laid Deſign and 
formidable for its Numbers, but the People are made to be- 
lieve, it was only a wild Frolick of a few Deſperadoes. Now, 
all Augury is decried; again, much is ſaid in favour of its 
Truth, Mr. V. expreſsly ſtyles this Diſagreement, Self- 
Confutation, Inconſiſtency, Contradiction. — then, is ut- 
tering what he believed to be falſe. 

But (which is neceſſary to the Notion of a Lye) was it 
utter'd with an Intention to deceive # Nothing can be a plainer 


Acknowledgement of this, or a more notorious Inſtance of 
| 4 
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1 crafty, ſly, deceitful Conduct than Mr. Vs Remarks upon 


his inconſiſtent Behaviour: He laugh'd at the Opinions of 
the State when he was among the Philoſophers; he laugh'd 
at the Doctrines of the Philoſophers when he was cajoling an 
Aſſembly; and he laugh'd heartily at both when withdrawn 
with his particular Friends in private. What was it that 
Tully laugh'd at in private with his ſelect Friends? Un- 
doubtedly at the Weakneſs of the Senate and the Philoſophers 
who, in their Turns, had been cajol d and impoſed upon. 
And, indeed, unleſs you fuppoſe 9 to have per ſonated 
Characters as to decerve the = the Philoſophers, as 
to his own real Sentiments, there is nothing for him to 
laugh at, with any Senſe, among his Friends. Therefore 
to ſay of Tully, in this View, that he acted neither a weak, 
nor unfair Part, is a plain Juſtification” of Lying. 


Mr. s Vindication of himfelf is as inconſiſtent ks re- 


preſents Tully to have been. Sometimes there was no Lye; 
and, then, if there were one, it was innocent. His Phi- 
loſophical Writings are in the Nature of a Play, and fo there 


is nothing more than what is common in Fables, and all is 


free from any Intention to deceive. But is this all that is 
aſſerted ? That in thoſe Pieces which are drawn up by way 
of Dialogue, one of the Diſputants urges what the Writer 
thinks to be falſe ? Is not Tully himſelf, and not one of the 
Diſputants, repreſented as contradicting Tally ® The Philo- 


ſepber confuting the Stateſman ? The. Stateſman confuting 


the Philoſopher? Tully laughing at different Opinions at 
different Times in different Companies? Does all this im- 
ply no more than that he, like the Difputants in our Uni- 
verſities, ſometimes maintain'd the wrong fide of the Queſ- 


tion merely_for Argument Sake? Is not the — de- 


{crib'd as ſhifting his Tenets, the better to ſerve his Intereſt? 
Now maintaining one Set of Opinions to ingratiate him- 
felf with one Company, and immediately difavowing thoſe 
very Opinions, and laughing at them for the ſake of cajoling, 
that is, wheedling and couzening an Aſſembly, by making 
them believe that he held Opinions different from his real 
ones? Does Mr. V. hope to draw us off from the Queſtion, 
and evade the Charge, by reminding us that ſome (for he re- 
fers to others that are not ſo) of this Author's Writings are 
in the way of Dialogue? What is that to his Purpoſe ? We 
are not criticiſing on his Manner of Writing, but conſider- 
ing Mr, Vs Repreſentation of his Moral Character. This, 


1 fay, is that of a Man uttering what was FALSE tuith an 


In- 
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this Character Mr. I. juſtifies. 8 
But we are farther told, that Tully, by his political Lies, 
ſav d the Republicx. What is this brought in for ? Is it to 
vindicate ſuch Politicks, and to ſupport his Moral Cha- 
rater? If not, why is it mentioned at all? But will Mr, 
ſeriouſly juſtify Freud and Falſebood when it happens to be 
thought good State Policy ? Surely a Preacher of the Geſpe! 
does not want to be told (whatever Statefmen may think) 
that it is damnable to do Evil that Good may come. 
But, laſtly, Tully as an Oratar, might Lye for the Good 
of his Cl. To what Straits is Mr. driven? He 
inſtead of clearing himſelf, he has afforded freſh Matter of 
Complaint. It is the natural Right, we are told, of every 
Member of Society, whether accuſing, ar accuſed, to ſpeak 
Freely for 1 Self Defence is 2 Granted. 
But then it muſt be by lawful Means. The Means muſt 
be Good as well as the End, in order to preſerve the Mo- 
rality of the Action. Will Mr, V. ſtand by this Poſi- 
tion—— that à Man's Life, or Fortune may be defended by 
ul Means, even in a geod Cauſe ? What then ſhall we 
ſay of a bad one; a Cauſe that a Man himſelf believes to be 
4 bad one? What ! To Lye and Difſemble, to adyance falſe 
Principles for the fake of ſerving a Turn (as Tully is re- 
reſented) to prevent the Courſe of Juſtice, to elude the 
ws, to invade another's juſt Property, to ſcreen a Cri- 
minal ! I demand of Mr. V. Will any End ſanctify ſuch 
Immoral Means? Yet all this is implied in patronizing a 
Cauſe that one knows to be a bad one. I challenge him to 
ſhew that an Advocate can honeſtly engage on the wrong 


| ſide, knowing it to be ſo, any further than this — ta take 
care that the Faults of the guilty Party be not aggravated 


beyond Truth, nor the Penalty made heavy beyond Mea- 
ſure, This is agreeable to 3 and Equity; 
and ſo far the Patronage is innocent. But no Advocate can, 


conſiſtently with the Laws of Morality, deliver any Opi- 


nion, as to Matter of Law, or Fact, contrary to his real 
Sentiments, with an Intention to deceive his Hearers, and 
acquit the Guilty; and to ſuppoſe that any Civil Conſtitu- 
tion ſhould give.a Man leave to be inftrumental in breaking 
its Laws, in detaining or encroaching upon the juſt Rights 
of its Members, or in protecting the Violators of its In- 
junctions, this is to repreſent the Civil Magiſtrate as. act- 
ing the part both of a Foz] and a Knave ; and introduci 
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ſuch looſe Notions of Morality as would breed infinite Diſ- 
order in Society, and are very unbecoming a Writer who 
is perpetually accuſing others of not underſtanding true 
Religion. | | | 
r. V. ſays in his laſt Vindication—T ſaid, it was not a 

Wear Part, and what has that to do with Morality ? 
In the Eſtimation of God and his Hoh Word, all Immora- 
lity is Folly. But in the Paſſage, as it ſtands in the Book, 
fr was added to weak, tho' he has ſince cut the Paſſage 
ſhort, and dropt the laſt, the moſt exceptionable Word ; 
ſo that if his Obſervation were juſt,” he has no claim to the 
Benefit of it, ſince he ſaid it was alſo, fair. | 

As to his Obſervation, that unfair relates, not to his A- 
rals, but to his Goad-breeding, I can only reply, that he 
ſeems to be under ſuch Confuſion, between the Conſciouſ- 
neſs of Guilt and a Reſolution. not to acknowledge it, that 
{ometimes he hardly knows what he ſays. 


N. B. Where I ſpeak of Atheifts and Atheiſm, I mean 
{ich as relate to Religion, for as to any other Notion of a 
Cod, he is nothing to us. This J obſerve, leſt Mr. V. 
{nould ſhould uſe the fame Evaſion about a God, which he 
has uſed about a Providence. 


Ba ©m 


- 1 
* 7 
i 
i 
3 
| 


o 
: 
} 
4 
; 


* 


8 * * 


— 4a — — — — 


— ans, 7 
* 


8 1 


— — —— 
—— 


r EN 


ng M R. V. having in the Divine Legation of Mosss, &c; 


S „ ITT FN AA IP JCarnas a 


ke aſſerted that the Ancient Laugivers and Philoſophers 

ed 4:{h<hev'd a Providence and a future State of Reward; and 

A” Puniſhments, I endeavour'd, in a late Letter in the Miſcel- 

Y 3 u, to ſhew that it is morally impoſſible that this Fact, fo 

any I urious to Religion, ſhould be true, I had before, as the 

— Header muſt have obſerv'd, charg'd him with having aſſert- | | 
eal hit ; and, tho' he afterwards took Notice of ſome Part of % Þ} 
nd 1 Remarks ina very angry Manner, he did not then com- 

tu- ein of any Injury as to this particular. He has ſince 1 
ing tought fit to call me a moft indudent Har. 
hts September 20th, a Bill of Inditment was exhibited againſt 

In- nein the St. James's Evening Poſt under four diſtinct Ar- 

t- ticles, with ſuch proper Decorations as are not unuſual in 

"op Compoſitions of that kind. It was ſome time before I 

l 


bard any thing of the Matter, my Friends, I ſuppoſe, not 
9 being 
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being forward to be Meſſengers of ſuch ill News, and 
concerning my ſelf but little with News Papers, Aſter E 
was inform'd of it, I ſent an Advertiſement to the St. James's 
and General Evening, &c. ſignifying my Intention of taking 
ublick Notice of it, My Advertiſement went too late for 
a Place that Night, but it is not unlikely that Mr. N. 
might hear of it, for before I could give in my Anfwer to 
the firſt Bill, there came out a ſecond in the General Even- 
ing of October the rith, ſigned by the Author of the Divine 
Legatibn, &c. where, he ſhifted one of the Propoſitions 
with as much Dexterity as either of the two Sollicitors (of 
whom he told ſuch an unlucky Story, with a more unlucky 
Application of it to the firſt Chri/tians,) could have manag d 
ſuch an Affair. As it now ſtands, the firſt and third Ar- 
ticles of Accuſation are in theſe Words.—It is aſſerted, in 


the Miſcellany. 


That the Author of the Divine Legation of Moſer is of 


© Opinion, that every one of the ancient Lawgrivers diſbe- 
© Hev'd a Providence. 
© That he is of Opinion that every one of the ancient 


« Phil:ophers diſheliev'd a Providence,” 
Any one would imagine, unleſs he had ſeen my Letter 


in the Miſcellany, that I had drawn out the Propoſitions in 


Form, and that he had only tranſcrib'd them from me; 
but they are in the moſt proper Senſe his otun Propoſitions, 
extracted from my Letter by the help of ſuch Sephiſiry as 


any ingenuous Man, much more 'a Man of true Chriftian 


Simplicity and” Sincerity, would ſcorn to uſe. Phe whole 
Charge reſts upon the Ambiguity of the Word Providence, 
which is the Subject of all the Propoſitions ; and the whole 
. Guilt will appear to be in his uſing the Word, in the Pro- 
tions, in a Senſe quite different from that in which I have 


pofetr 
us'd it in the Letter; and by that unfair and my . 


making me ſeem to aſſert what never was in my hts, 
and is not to be gathered from my Zfertion. When I wrote 
by me, I well remem- 
of the Philoſophers to 
one Scnſe; and 


my Letter, tho* I had not his B 
ber'd, that Mr, V. there owns ſever 
have believ'd a Providence ; ſome 
ſome in another; but all of then in a- reftrained and 
limited Senſe, ume of them in that general Senſe, to 
which the Subjec of my Letter, t Nature of my Ar- 
gument, and my expreſs Definition of* the fort of Provi- 
dence which T meant, neceſſarily determines my Senſe. If 
he had been diſpoſed to 32 he ſhould have expreſs'd, 
in the Propefitions, My. Meaning in the Uſe of the Word 
| Providence; 
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Providence; but as he was min.led to x-iſ: a Clamour, 
and be very abuſive, it coul1 be done no other way than by 
the Aﬀiſtance of f:nhiruity ; and to do the Gentleman 
Juttice, he has ſhewn his Skill in the Management of a 

auſe that ſtood in great need of it. As I do not pretend 
to ſuch kind of Talents, and have not been uſed to ſuch 
kind of Subtilties, it is happy for me that, at preſent, I 
have no manner of occaſion for them. An hone/t and plain 
State of the Caſe will anſwer my Purpoſe much better 

From the whole Deſign of that Letter in the Miſcellany 
it m ſt appear to any Reader of common Apprehenſion and 
Attention that by a Providence I mean the ſame that he 
underſtands by it in his Boot; such aProvidence as is a Re- 
warder of good Men and the Puniſher of ill ones, in a Future 
State; SUCH a Providence as is neceſſary to ſupport Civil 
Society, But I do not ſtand in need of any one's — for 
this reaſonable Conſtruction, ſince I have there particularly 
defined my Notion. I ſhall tranſcribe my own Senſe, from 
my Letter, and compare it with his, as we find it in the 
Divine Legation, &c. At Col. 2. and Paragraph 2. Io 
the Argument thus; * It is obvious to any common * Ap- 
prehenſion that it is as neceſſary to the Support of Society 
© that the governing Part of Mankind ſhould believe a Fu- 
ture State (by a Future State, I mean a Future State of 
* Rewards and Puniſhments) as that the People ſhould be- 
© lieve them. The fame Paſſions which. breed Diforder 
and Confulion in Society, unleſs they are reſtrained by the 
* Sanftions of Religion, by an all-ſering Eye that obſerves all 
© their Actions and will reward or puniſh them, &c. From 
hence it is undeniably, evident, that I cannot poſſibly mean 
any other Providence than what is inſeparably connected 
with a Future State of Rewards and Puniſbments; the Be- 
lief of which I aſſert to be abſolutely neceſſary to the Sup- 
port al Society. This angry Gentleman has given us the 
very fame Notion, and is equally poſitive and ſtrong in 
aſſerting the Belief of ſuch a Providence to be neceſlary to 
the Support of Society, "The Opinion of the ancient 
Lawgivers and Philoſophers concerning this Providence, is 
both the Occaſion and the Subject of my Letter: and, 
therefore, any ether Notions of a Providence than what 
is ſo inſeparably connected with a Future State of Re- 
wards and Puniſhments, as neceſſary the Support of 
Society, if he has aſcribed 50 ſuch to the ancient Latu- 
rivers and Phileſophers, they will all be no more to the pre- 
ient Matter in Diſpute, 1 his abuſiue Language m 
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ill Manners are pertinent to it. I ſhall now cite his Notion 
of this Matter from p. 21, 22, of the Divine Legation, &c, 
© By what hath been ſaid it appears that this Service (to So- 
« ciety) is performed by Religion, ſolely, as it teaches a 
Providence, the Rewarder of good Men, and the Puniſher 
© of il ones: So that though it were poſſible, as I think it is 
© not, that there could be any ſuch thing as Religion not 
© founded on the Doctrine of a Providence, yet it is evident, 
© ſuch a Religion could be of no Service to 8 What- 
c ever therefore is neceſſary for the Support of this Doctrine 
< is immediately neceſſary to the Well-being of Society.“ 
Then follow theſe Words, that the Doctrine of a Future 
© State of Rewards and Puniſbments is abſolutely and indiſ- 
© penſably neceſſary to the Support of the general Doctrine 
© of a Providence, l ſhall now ſhew.* The Reader ſees that 
we are perfectly agreed in our Notion of the general Doc- 
trine of a Providence ; that it is ſuch à one as is inſeparably 
connected with a Future State of Rewards and Puniſhments, 
Tf this were not already ſufficiently plain, it would be made 
ſo by a marginal Note to this Paſſage; where, in Confir- 
mation of his Opinion concerning the Neceſſity of the Be- 
licFof ſuch a State to the Support of a general Providence, he 
cites a Text in St, Paul, which relates to a Future State; 
© he that cometh to God muſt believe that he is, and that 
© he isa Rewarder of them that diligently ſeek him.“ 1 
ſhall preſume that this Matter is pretty well ſettled, We 
are next to enquire what Mr. V. has ſaid of the Opinion af 
the ancient Laugivers and Philoſophers, as to this Notion of 
a Providence; and I dare be confident that I have not in- 
jured him ſo much as he has injured them in his Account of 


them. I do frankly coniefs that I have aſſerted one thing 


raſhly, which I do here recant. I have unwarily aſſerted, 
that ſuch a Thing is his Opinion, which is more than I ought 
to have ſaid of any one that has dealt ſo much in the double 
Doctrine. I will not venture any farther than to ſhew what 
he has advanced in his Book; and ſince he has been fo libe- 
ral as to make me a very advantageous Offer, if I can prove 
any one of the Propoſitions, I will not be behind-hand in Ge- 
neroſity, but oblige him with the Proof of a great deal more, 
than he has required, in another Miſcel/any, 

The Providence which is the Subject of our preſent De- 
bate being ſuch a one as is a Kewarder f grod Men, and tle 
Puniſher of ill ones in a Future State, we are now to ca- 
mine what Mr, V. hes advanc'd in the Divine Legat:.i,, 
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Cc. as to the Opinion of the ancient Philoſophers and Law 


givers about it. The Propoſition concerning the Opinion 


of the Philoſophers, as to a Future State of Rewards and Pu- 
niſhments, publiſhed in the St. Fames's Evening, is given up 
in the General Evening, and another ſubſtituted in its room. 
But, as it is, in reality, but one Propoſition with that con- 
cerning a Providence, I muſt make it the Foundation of 
my Letter. | , 

This Propoſition, as he foreſaw, when he drop'd it, is 
eaſily proved. In the Contents of the Third Book he tells 
us, that Sect. 2. : | N 

« Begins with ſhewing that none of the ancient Philoſo- 
< phery beligv'd the Doctrine of a Future State of Rewards 
and Puniſhments, though, on Account of its confeſſed 
Neceſſity to the Support of Religion, and conſequently 
© of Civil Society, all the Theiſtical Philoſophers taught, 
and preach'd it up to the People.” 

This is his own Account of himſelf, And, again, at 
p. 306. he Poe 

It is a Future State of Rewards and Puniſhments in 
general that I undertake to prove, none of the ancient 
« Philoſophers believ'd.” | 

Now, if none of the ancient Philoſophers believed a Fu- 
ture State of Rewards and Puniſhments, it is impoſſible that 
any of them ſhould believe a Providence, the arder of 

a Men, and the Puniſper of ill in ſuch a State; the Be- 
lief of ſuch a Providence being inſeparably connected with 
the Belief of ſuch a State So that if none of the ancient 
Philsſaphers believ'd the one, none of them could poſſibly 
believe the other, : 

Such a Future State he owns to be abſolutely and indiſpen- 
{ably neceſſary to the Support of the GENERAL Doctrine of a 
PROVIDENCE, How then, by his own Confeſſion, could 
he aflert that they dr/belier/d the Ar without aſſert- 
ing that they dy/believ'd the latter alſo ? | 

But this is, likewiſe, evident from the firſt general Prin- 
ciple, which, he ſays, p. 368. led the Philoſophers to con- 
* clude againit a Future State of Rewards and Puniſbments, 
© viz. that God could neither be angry, nor burt any one, 

* which Tully aſſures us was held unwerſally.” Then he 
cites a Paſſage from Tully, upon which he makes this Ob- 
ſervation * here we fee Tu{ly owns the Conſequence of this 
general Principle, that it quite overthrew the Notion of 
* Divine Puniſhments ; and it will appear preſently, that ke 
was nat ſingular in his Concluſions, but ſpoke the very 
+ denſe of his Greet Maſters,” Although therefore Tully 


ſays, 


wards and Puniſhments, For tho' it aſſerted a Future State, 


| REMARKS on the + 
fays, that this general Principle was held by ſame that Be- 
lievd à Providence, yet he could not mean ſuch 2 Provi- 
dence as we are diſputing about; fuych a one as is a Re. 
warder of good Men, and Puniſber of il ones ; becauſe, if 
they maintain'd that God could not he angry nor hurt any one, 
Mr. W. has brought Tully and all his Greet Maſters to 
vouch for me, that the fame Principle deſtroy'd all Notion 
of Divine Puniſhment ; and conſequently, if it appears fro: 
this Philoſophical Principle, that they could not believe a 
Future State of Rewards and Puniſhments, the ſame Argu- 
ment proves equally that they could not believe a Pre- 
widence, the Rewarder of good _ and Puniſher of ill ones. 
He himſelf has introduced Lactantius, p. 371. giving us the 
Argument in Form, in order to anſwer it. | 

If God hath no Affections of Fondne/s or Hatred, Love 

or Anger; he cannot reward or puniſh. 

But he hath no Affections, Cc. 

Therefore, &c, 

At p. 377, he does, indeed, own that the Pythagorean: 
and Platonits did hold a particular Providence, extending its 
ſelf to each Individual ;/ a Providence which could not, ac- 
cording to ancient Notions,, poſſibly be adminiſter'd with- 
out the Aﬀections of Love and Anger, If this be any Dis- 
culty, he has accounted for it, and then ſays, p. 359. On 
© the whole then it appears, that the Principle of God"s nat 
© being angry, which ſubverted the Doctrine of a Future 
© State of Rewards and Puniſhments, did not affect a parti- 
6 cular Providence HERE (upon the Pythagorean and Plato- 


nick Syſtem) © and that the Gratia, which ſome of them 


< left the Deity, was no Paſſion or Affection like the Va, 
© which. they took away; but only a imple Benevolence, 


© which in the Conſtruction of the Univerſe was directed ro 


© the beſt, but did not interfere to prevent Diſorders in 


© particular Syſtems, A Benevolence, too, that went not 


from the Will, but the Eſſence of the Supreme Being; or, 
as he calls it, p. 376. An Efflux from its Eſſence.” But 
ſuch an involuntary EMANATION, or EFFLUX, cannot 
ſſibly be a Providence, the Rewarder of god Men, ana 
Puniſher of ill ones, becauſe it does not reſpect us as mor! 
and accauntable Beings, upon which the Notion of Retard. 
and Puniſbments depends. | 
The ſecond Principle, grounded on their Notion of the 
Soul of Man, holds equally againſt ſuch a Providence as we 
are concern'd for, as it does againſt a Future State of He- 


yet, 
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jt it was ſuch a one as could not be a moral Deſignations a | 
State of Rewards and Puniſbments; and if fo, this Argu- 
nent, drawn from the Nature of the Soul; as maintained by 
he Philoſophers, ſhews that they could not, upon their Prin- 


ciples, believe a Providence, the Rewarder of goid Meh, and 
Puniſher of ill ones, In ſhort, tho“ Mr. . has'diſtinguiſh'd' 
between theſe two Queſtions, and made two of theni for Ris 


own Conveniency, they are mſeparable from one arivther. * 
They are one Queftion. If the Philoſophers diſbelieve# a' 
Future State of Rewards and Puniſhments, they diſbelieved a 


Providence, the Rewarder of good Men, and Pumiſber o ar 
nes; ſuch a Providence as is neceſſary to ſupport Religion 
and civil Society. And, therefore, in this View let us ſee 
what Mr, V has advanced concerning the Opinion of the 
ancient Lawgivers. And here we ſhall find that as his Pro- 
polition concerning a Future State of Rewards and Puniſb- 
ments is in reality but one with that concerning a Providence, 
the Rewarder of good Men, and Puniſher of ill ones; (which 
„e rightly calls the San&ions of Religion) fo the Queſtion 
concerning the Opinion of the ancient Philoſophers and Law- 


vers, as to thoſe Points, is in Effect but one likewiſe. For, 


tho all the Philoſophers were not Lawgrvers, yet, from the 
Commencement of Philoſophy, all the Lawgrivers were Phi- 
;/5phers, and conſequently diſbelieved ſuch a State and ſuch 


* Providence as include Rewards and Puniſhnents, At leaſt 


that were of any Note (which is all that concerns m 

argument, or his Reputation) were yrs + vw and of the 
P:/bagorean Sect, If the Reader will not believe this upon 
the Feſtimony of ſuch an inpudent Har, I will bring Mr. V 
bea Witneſs. At p. 111, he ſays, by Hopes and Fears 


the Belief of a Future State of Rewards and Puniſhments, and 


Providence, in its full Extent) the wiſe Lawgivers kept 
17 in the People the Awe and Reverence of Religion, On 
is Practice was founded the Precept of the celebrated 


' rebytas, the Pythagorean, Which Sect, as we ſhall ſhew 
' ftcreaſter, gave its ſelf more particularly to Legi/lation : 


ud from whence proceeded the moſt famous Founders of 


c Policy.” And at p. 123, he ſpeaks {till more ſtrongly. 
' /*;{hagoras and his Sect had engroſs'd all the Fame in the 
ict of Legiſlation, The Character of this Sect we fay, 
d ſhall prove hereafter, was ſo great for Lawgiving that 
der- ages thought that nothing could be done to the pur- 
„ in that way, that had not a Pythagorean for its Au- 
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In the laſt Place we muſt ſee what he has ſaid, as to theſe 
Points, of the Lawgivers and Founders of civil Policy who 
were antecedent to the "Times of Philofophy, | 
It has appeared, I think, in the plaineſt manner, that 
I was perfectly right as to the Philaſaphers and all the Law- 
givers and Founders of Civil Policy, who were of any Nut- 
at all for Legation ; and that this is all that is of any Con 
ſequence to me, or him, However, ic is as certain that his 
Ailertion was ftill more general, At p. 314. he tells us 
that the firſt who went out of Greece to learn the E- 
« gyptian Wiſdom were the Legi/lators ; that they went 
* thither to learn the Art of Laugiving; that theſe wert 
„Orpheus, Rhadamanthus, Minos, Lycuon, Triptolemus and 
others; that this Intercourſe of the Law-givers with E. 
„ gypt was continued down to the Time of the Natura- 
& is, or I That Zeroafter, Inachus, Orpheus, M:- 
& lampus, Trophonius, Minos, Cinyras, Ereftheus, who were 
« all Kings and Legiſlators, brought the Myſteries (inven- 
<< ted for the uſe of Society, by means of the double Doc rin. 
« from Egypt, 177.” — And what did all theſe Legi/later:, 
or Lawgivers, who travePd for Egyptian Wiſdom, bring 
with them from Egypt © They all brought the double Dc:- 
trine, the great Art of Government, The double Dottr/1:; 
conſiſted in teaching one fort of Truths to the Public, 
and privately holding another; the firſt, call'd the Zxotc- 
rick ; the latter, the Eſoteric. The Myſteries (which 
„ were of Egyptian Extraction) were invented by the Le- 
« fgiſlator, to affirm and eſtabliſh the general Doctrine of a 
« Providence by inculcating the Belict of a Future State of 
« Rewards and Puniſhments; and they gain'd their End by 
thus) clearing up the Righteous Government of the 
« Gods, p. 181, 2. At p. 312, he ſays, that the y- 
& tians, (the Original of Learning and Wiſdom) had a twr- 
*« fold Philoſophy ; the one, hidden and ſacred; the otic, 
* cen and vulgar; that the Care of the Pegple being their 
chief Concern, as well what they divulzcd, as what the. 
&*. conceal” d was for the Sake of Society; that, accordinglu, 
they were the ft who taught {rtercourſe with the Ga 
« a Future State of Rewards and Puniſhments, and Initia- 
tion into Myferies, inſtituted to ſupport that B-lict : 
And at p. 313. that the Magi of Perſia, the Druv's ot 
aul, and the Brachmans of India, the genuine On- 
„ ſpring of the Egyptian Prieſts, with the fame View, 
„ had all their external Doctrines, for the Sake of the Slade. 
% For the Eftabliſkment of the general Doctrine of a %. 
a (0 wilds 121 


1 


of a * 
purabl 
muſt k 


U as 


" 
f HALTS : 


Divine Legation of Mos 8, Ge. 
« dence and a Future State,” he ſays, p. 133. that the 
0 Myfterigs were invented. The Exateric, or External Doc- 
0 trine, propagated among the People, was the General Doc- 

„ine of a Providence, and a Future State of Rewards and 
t Puniſhments, What were the Eſoteric, or hidden Doctrines, 
ö which they concea d from the People, at p. 145. he does not 
7 pretend preciſely to know; but in the next p. 146, he 
- pretends to'know, with certainty, as much as will anſwer 
is my Purpoſe, viz. that = were not the General Doctrines of 
„ D PROVIDENCE and a FUTURE STATE : which, as far 
I am capable of underftanding any thing, is afferting, 
t hat, tho' for the Good of Society they propagated the Be- 
e lief of thoſe Truths among the People, they did not, them- 
d WM /elves, believe them. Such then was the double Doctrine, 


- ſuch the End and Uſe of it. This Doctrine, invented by 
'- the Zgyptizens, for the Purpoſes of Government and Society, 
2 the — BEFORE, as well as AFTER the Com- 
6 WM mencement of Philoſophy, brought from Egypt. The Phi- 
[= -/2phers alſo, who ſtudied the Arts of Leg://ation, practic'd 
- Wl tlic double Doctrine, i. e. taught the Belief of a General Pro- 
5 vidence, and a Future State of Rewards and Puniſhments, 
while the reſt denied them openly. Says he, p. 319. 
- © Thoſe Sects which join'd Legiſſation with Philoſophy, as 
the Pythagoreans, the Platoni/ts, Peripatetics and Szoics, 
„ always profeſſed the Belief of a Future State ; while thoſe 
oho fmply philoſopbiſed, 2822 l the contrary. 


And where thoſe of the Legi/ating Claſs were more or 


(ae in the Practice of that Art, ſo were they more, or leſs 


nin the Profeſſion of a Future State. As on the one hand, 
o! the Pythagoric and Platonic, on the other the Peripatetic 
and Stoic; nay, in one and the ſame Sect, as in the Pe- 
'- W © 7ipatetic and Stoic ; where a Follower of it ſtudied Legi- 
ation he profeſſed this Belief, where he conhn'd him- 
'- W< (lf to private Morals, or abſtracted Speculations, he de- 
rid it. So among the Steice, ZExO was a great Propa- 
ir WW © zater of it, while Epictetus abſolutely rejected it. And 
Seneca, who was but a Mongrel, ſeems willing to expoſe 


'> W © the whole Myſtery, For in thoſe Parts of his Writings - 


': MW © where he ſtrictly phileſephiſes, he denies a Future State ; 
and in thoſe Parts where he affects the Politician, he 
e maintains it.“ It has been proved before that the Belief 
vi 2 Future State of Rewards and Puniſhments are fo inſe- 
parably connected that he who believes, or denies the former, 
mault believe, or deny the latter. And, tho' he here men- 
tins only a Future State, he muſt alſo include a * 
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 *Prquidence; and in other Places does expreſsly join them 
together. In Conſequence of which Practice, of the dowb/; 
Doctrine, he aſſerts, p. 77 that they all thought it allow- 
able to ſay one thing and think another, Speaking of Pyth-- 
' goras, in particular, he obſerves, that nothing pleaſed him 
more than that of the double Doctrine, and the Diviſion of 
his Auditors into Exoteric and Eſoteric Claſſes: he, more 
profeſſedly than any other, avowing thoſe Principles on 
b which the Diſtinction was founded, ſuch as, that it is for 
| . the Benefit of Mankind that they ſhould be often deceive, 

. + 
; . of other Places might be cited concerning the 
Nature and End of the double Doctrine, and the Legiſlator 
being in the Practice of it; which ſhews, that they coul 
not believe a General Providence and a Future State of Re- 
. wards and Puniſhments, And his taking ſo much Pain: 
to prove that all the Legiſlators of any Note for Wiſdom, 
nay, that a of them, except ſome few Enthuſiaftical and 
ſuperſtitious Heroes and firft Founders of Empires, and that 
all the r bee except Socrates, diſbelieved thoſe Truths, 
this is what I cannot-reconcile with any friendly Deſign to- 
wards Revelation, becauſe it ſubverts Religion in General. 
and flatly contradicts the Scriptures : So that either Mr. 
muſt be miſtaken in his Account of the Opinion of the Zaw- 
- givers and Philoſophers, or St. Paul muſt be miſtaken, Ti 
4 note of the Ancients of the moſt improv'd Wi/aom, Know- 
ul 4 ledge, and Morality believ'd them, it muſt be uſe there 
are no ſuch Truths in being, or becauſe Mankind were noi 
"FT « capable of knowing any thing of them, either from Reaſor, 
| Tradition, or Revelation, and conſequently that they were 
excuſable in their Infidelity ; whereas St. Paul, in his Epiſtic 
to the Remans,- condemns them for not believing them. {1 
do not take upon me to pronounce an abſolute Sentence up- 
on Mr. V. but this I do ſay, that if I were in his Sent! 
ments, I could not poſſibly believe either Revelation, ©: 
Natural Religion. It may not, poſſibly, appear to him in 
the fame Light, and I hope in God, it does not, but 

my Apprehenſion it is a very evident Caſe 
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